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R. F. Lang, New York, favoring passage of the Weeks bill
(H. . 27567) for a 1-cent letter postage rate; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. .

Also, petition of C. I Blackall, Boston, Mass., favoring adop-
tion of the Mall site and design as approved by the National
Commission of Fine Arts, for a memorial to Abraham Lincoln;
to the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the New York Fruit Growers' Association,
favoring the passage of Senate bill 7208, for making the trans-
Atlantic steamships liable for the damages of packages, etc,
cansed through negligence; to the Commitiee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petitions of the Ford Motor Co. Detroit, Mich.; C. P.
Nelson, Chicago, I11.; Joln Burroughs, New York; and Herbert
§. Gardner, favoring the passage of the McLean bill granting
Federal protection to all migratory birds; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of the Long Island Automobile
Club, Brooklyn, N. Y., asking that the Lincoln memorial high-
way bill be in the keeping of the Appropriation Committee in-
stead of the Library Committee; to the Commiftee on the
Library.

A]sor.ypetltlon of the Assoclation of Eastern Foresters, Tren-
ton, N. J., protesting against the passage of legislation trans-
ferring the comtrol and ownership of national forests fo the
States wherein they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the New York State Legislative Board of the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the passage of
the Federal workmen's compensation bill; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Conservation Commission, favoring the
passage of the Weeks bill making appropriation for the Federal
protection of forests from fires; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

Also, petition of the New York State Fruit Growers’ Asso-
ciation, favoring the passage of Senate bill 7208, for making the
trans-Atlantic steamships liable for the damages of packages,
ete,, caused through negligence; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of sundry citizens
of Lincoln, Nebr., favoring passage of legislation for national
ownership and control of all public telephone and telegraph
lines; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Cook County Farmers’ Asso-
ciation, protesting against the passage of legislation for the
ﬁducuon of tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Chatta-
nooga, Tenn., protesting agninst the passage of House bill 5382—
the Brantley workmen’s compensation act; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of the New York Fruit Growers’
Association, favoring the passage of Senate bill 7208, for mak-
ing the trans-Atlantic steamships liable for the damages of
packages, ete., caused through negligence; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Associntion of Eastern Foresters, protest-
ing against the passage of legislation transferring the control
and ownership of the national forests to the States within
which they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Conservation Commission, favoring pas-
gage of leglslation for an increase in the appropriation to aid
Federal protection of forests from fire; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Humboldt Chamber of |

Commerce, of Eureka, Cal., favoring the passage of Haugen bill,
preveniing the selling of any colored imitation of butter; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. PRAY : Petition of citizens of Lincoln and Flathead,
Mont., favoring the passage of legislation preventing any trust,
corporation, or individual from obtaining more than 160 acres
of land or timber from the Government; to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

By Mr. RAKER: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 27545)
for the relief of James Diamond for horse lost while hired by
the United States Forest Service; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the T Square Club, Phila-
delphia, Pa., favoring the adoption of the Mall site and design,
as approved by the National Commission of Fine Arts, for a
gemorial to Abraham ILincoln; to the Committee on the

ibrary.

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Bourse, favoring the pas-
gage of Senate bill 7503, for a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Daniel O'Connell
Division, No. 9, Ancient Order of Hibernians, protesting against
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having post offices open for delivery of mail on Sunday; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petitions of Hoggison Bros, New
York; O. H. Blackall, Boston; the American Group of the
Société des Architectes Dipldmés par le Gouvernement Francais,
New York; the Mural Painters, New York; the Architectural
League of New York; and the New York Chapter of the Ameri-
can Institute of Architects, New York, favoring the adoption of
the Mall site and the design, as approved by the National Com-
mission of Fine Arts, as a memorial to Abraham Lincoln; to the
Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the American Automobile Association, favor-
ing the passage of legislation for the adoption of the national
highway from Washington to Gettysburg as a memorial to Abra-
ham Lincoln; to the Committee on the Librayy.

Also, petition of Illinois Chapter of the American Institute
of Architects, Chieago, Ill, favoring the adoption of the Mall
site, but protesting against the design, as approved by the Na-
tional Commission of Fine Arts, for the memorial to Abraham
Lincoln; to the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the Ford Motor Co., Detroit, Mich., favoring
the passage of the McLean bill, granting Federal protection foall
migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Farmers’ National Congress, Chicago,
Ill., favoring the passage of Senate bill 3, for Federal aid for
vocational education ; to the Committee on Agriculture,

Also, petition of the Federation of Jewish Farmers of Amer-
ica, New York, favoring the passage of legislation for the adop-
tion of a system of farmers’ credit unions; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of the National Association of Railway Commis-
gioners, favoring the passage of Senate bill 6099, for the estab- -
lishment of a uniform classification of freight in the United
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Duchess Manufacturing Co., Pough-
keepsie, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 27567, for a
1-cent letter postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Sol Bloom (Inc.), New York, protesting
against the passage of section 2 of the Oldfield patent bill, pre-
venting the fixing of prices by the manufacturers of patent
goods; to the Committee on Patents.

Also, petition of the United States Live Stock Sanitary Asso-
ciation, Chicago, Ill., favoring the passage of legislation to in-
creagse the appropriation for the eradication of ticks; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Conservation
Commission, favoring passage of legislation for an increase in
appropriation to aid Federal protection of forests from fire; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the New York State Legislative Board, Broth-
erhood of Loeomotive Engineers, favoring the passage of the
workingmen's compensation bill; to the Committee on the
Judiciary, {

Also, petition of the Association of Eastern Foresters, pro-
testing against the passage of legislation transferring the
national forests to the control and ownership of the States’
within which they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture, {

Algo, petition of Long Island Auto Club, favoring the keeping
of the Lincoln memorial highway bill in the hands of the Ap-«
propriations Committee instead of the Library Committee; to
the Committee on the Library.

SENATE.
WebNespay, January 29, 1913,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.
FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Garuiwerr) laid before
the Senate communiecations from the assistant clerk of the Court
of Claims, transmitting certified coples of the findings of fact
and conclusions filed by the court in the following causes:

Florence L. Braun, daughter and sole heir of Thomas J.
Lucas, deceased, v. United States (8. Doc. No. 1045) ;

Weltha Post Leggett, widow of Mortimer D. Leggett, deceased,
v. United States (8. Doc. No. 1044) ;

Daniel Pelton Duffie, son and sole heir of Alfred N. Duffie,
deceased, v. United States (8. Doe. No. 1043) ;

Mary G. Carr, widow of Joseph B. Carr, deceased, v. United
States (8. Doc. No. 1042) ;

Morgan K. Barnum, Malvern Hill Barnum, and Raynolds
Barnum, children and sole heirs of Henry A, Barnum, deceased,
v. United States (8. Doc, No, 1041) ; and
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T. A. Williams, administrator of Edward S. Bragg, deceased,
v. United States (8. Doc. No. 1040).

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representaiives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R, 28180) making appropriations for the construction,
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and
harbors, and for other purposes, in which it requested the cou-
currence of the Senate,

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the foMowing bills and joint resolutions, and they
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore:

8. 2600. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to prevent the exhibition of obscene, lewd,
indecent, or vulgar pictures in public places of amusement in
the District of Columbia;

8. 6919. An act to amend subchapter 2 of chapter 19 of the
Code of Law for the District of Columbia;

8. 7162, An act to amend section 801 of the Code of Law for
the District of Columbia;

8. 7508. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to reincor-
porate and preserve all the corporate franchises and property
rights of the de facto corporation known as the German Orphan
Asylum Association of the District of Columbia;

8. J. Res. 153. Joint resolution granting to the Fifth Regiment
Maryland National Guard the use of the corridors of the court-
house of the District of Columbia upon such terms and condi-

* tions as may be prescribed by the marshal of the District of
Columbia ; and

H. J. Res. 380. Joint resolution authorizing the granting of per-
mits to the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of
the inauguration of the President elect on March 4, 1913, etc.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the
Church Federation Council of Chicago, Ill, praying for the
passage of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill,
which was ordered to lie on the table, ;

Mr. ASHURST presented a memorial of the congregation of
the Seventh-day Adventist Church of Phoenix, Ariz.,, remonstrat-
ing against the enactment of legislation compelling the observ-
ance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of sundry landowners and home-
steaders of Palo Verde Valley, Cal,, praying for the enactment
of legislation granting to the Homesteaders Irrigation Co., of
Palo Verde Valley, a perpetual right to sufficient water to irri-
gate that valley, which was referred to the Committee on Irri-
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands.

Mr. BURNHAM presented a memorial of the congregation of
the Seventh-day Adventist Church of Claremont, N. H., and a
memorial of the congregation of the Seventh-day Adventist
Church of Amesbury, Mass.,, remonstrating against the enact-
ment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday as a
day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were ordered to
lie on the table. !

He also presented a petition of members of the camps of
Spanish War Veterans of New Hampshire, praying for the en-
actment of legislation granting pensions to widows and minor
children of Spanish War veterans, whbich was referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of the congregation of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church of Dogden, N. Dak., remonstrat-
ing against the enactment of legislation compelling the observ-
ance of Sunday as a day of rest in the Distirict of Columbia,
which was ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Farmers’ Grain
Dealers’ Association of North Dakota, favoring the enactment of
legislation fixing the requirements governing the receipt, trans-
mission, delivery, and preservation of messages of interstate
telegraph and telephone companies, which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the board of directors
of the Philadelphia Bourse, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for a
reduction of the rate of postage on first-class mail matter, which
wag referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wilkins-
burg, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Kenyon-Shep-
pard interstate liguor bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

IHe also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila-
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to create

a board of river regulation, etc., which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

Mr. TOWNSEND presented memorials of the congregations of
the Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Leslie, Watrousville,
Bay City, Spring Arbor, Marine City, Scottville, Otter Lake, and
Clifford Lake, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating
against the enactment of legislation compelling the observance
of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BRANDEGER. I present a telegram from Charles H.
Beckwith, counsel of the Board of Trade of Springfield, Mass.,
which I ask may be read and lie on the table.

There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered
to lie on the table, as follows: .

SerixorieLp, Mass., Janua 3 L
Hon. FrRANE B. BRANDEGEE, SRNETEED, B

United States Senate, Washington, D. .-

It is absolutely necessary to obtain adequate navigation on Con-
necticut River for western Massachuseits that Connecticut River bill
be passed without amendment at this sesslon of Congress.

BPRINGFIELD BOARD OF TrADE,
CHARLES H. BECEWITH, Counsel,

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia presented an affidavit in support
of the bill (8. 2043) granting a pension to R. L. Miller, which
was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Anacostia Citi-
zens' Association, of the District of Columbia, praying that an
inerease be made in the police force of the District of Colum-
l()}Ioa}‘ wé:lilch was referred to the Committee on the District of

umbia.

EIOWA AND COMANCHE INDIAN RESERVATIONS (8. DOC. NO. 1046).

Mr. OWEN. I present a memorial from the governor of
Oklahoma, relative to certain lands granted to the State of
Oklahoma within the Kiowa and Comanche Reservations. I
ask that the memorial, with the accompanying illustration, be
1{233;& as a document and referred to the Committee on Public

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ordered.

Without objection, it is so

THE PRESIDENTIAL TERM.

Mr. WORKS. T submit some additional press clippings from
the various newspapers in the country bearing upon Senate
Joint resolution No. 78. I do this because of the claim made
on the floor of the Senate that no public interest is being taken
in this proposed constitutional amendment. I ask that the
clippings may be printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to lie on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Opinions of the press in 1912, compiled by the National Business
League of America, preliminary to its nation-wide campaign for a
single six-year term for the President of the United States, with in.
eligibility forever thereafter.

[From the Age, Birmingham, Ala.]

Con, man CrLayToX, chalrman of the Judielary Committee, pre-
sents a brief but strong report in sg[pll';ort of the proposed constitutional
Emlpns!tlon to extend the presidential term to six years and to render

resident ineligible to a second term, even though a Vice President
gucceed to the office and bad served but a small fraction of a full
erm,

Mr. CLAYTOX ur the adoption of the proposition because it would
lead to higher efficiency in administration, and it would put an end to
machine building In the highest office in the gift of the people.

The common sense of the voters will put the proposition into the
Constitution if Congress can be induced to submit it, Once ratified it
would put an end not only to third-term movements but also to second
terms, which are nearly as vicious,

[From the Advertiser, Montgomery, Ala.]

Inasmuch as the proposition of Representative CrayToy, of Alabama,
to make a presidential term six years has been in the minds of the
people for some months, and has met with more or less favor, it is
entirely probable that six years and not four will be the final choice of
the party when the amendment fs submitted to the people.

[From the Republican, Phoenix, Ariz.]

The sentiment in favor of a single presidential term is spreading.
Senator WoRrks has introduced a bill providing for a single term, and
the Indiana Republican convention last week adopted a resolution in
favor of a s[ngle term of six years. ;

The only objection that might be offered wounld be that six years
might be too onyi o ‘)eriod t within that time the people might
desire a change of policies. In that respect a four-year term would be
better. There s nothing, however,-to said in favor of two terms,
If at the end of the President’s term the people are satisfied with
policles and the manner of thelr execution, they may elect another man
committed to them.

Under our present system a President, thoongh he might prefer to
retire to private life, I8 practically compelled to seek a renomination
and a reelection as an indorsement of his administration.

[From the ITerald, Fresno, Cal.]

There is much to be said in favor of the proposed amendment to
the Constitution of the United States to increase the presidential term
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to six years and to make an imeumbent forever 1nellgmu for reelee-
tion. The lm:ger term would reduce the frequ ‘of ecleetions, mhm
the sgrlod between the seasons of business disturbanee eca by

ntlal conteats. and give the ineumbent all the time necessary to
curry out his polleies.

[From the Call, San Francisco, Cal}

General discussion in the press of the eountry brings out a strong
sentiment in favor of the pr;g:dtiom to amend the Natiomal Constitu-
tion by making the term of ident six years and g
tion. The idea is as old as the Republic. Seven tntes in the con-
vention of 1787 favored a seven-yeu term. without right of reelection,
and only two States were er nine States voted for a six-
year term, only one was o u.st why the present plan was
finally ado ted has never becm - ml

President

S
Jaekson, in 1829. recommended [ Jeu thout reelection.
PresidentﬂaesandPnsidentGmnti lowed this exa ?‘ with this
difference, that Grant favored a seven-year term. President Taft has
indorsed the pr ition, and there is reason to belleve that a majority
ongress favors It.

[From the Telegram, Bridgeport, Conn.]

With nothinxto fear or to hope for at thamdotanlxmr term,
knowing that it would bring with it noneligibill a sueceed-
ln:aramnmnmtive ufgower e twou,l be a disin-
terested servant of the people for every moment of his service, and
those who hold minor offices would cease from froubling. All concerned
might be persuaded to remember that they are making history and
therefore lnd;twed to do their best.

[From the Herald, New Britain, Conn.]

A six-year term would be a distinct advantage to the counntry, fi
the reason that it would insura the oecugaant of the Presidency g‘ivmg
his complete attention to the affalrs of s enin,
hlmself for another term. In other words, he would not play t%ollttcs.
Nosemrhnmnhaugurted?mdenthan_heg?nﬂ budl
femces for a second t and it Is a sort of unwritten law that he
should bo recained in office. This ma.y be desirable with the tenure
of office four years, hut it *wonld not be desirable If the term was six
years. A President would then have am opportunity to work ou.t his
governmental policies through three Congresses and this way would
be able to beneﬂt the country more tl:mn under the present
has been sald that if the Fresident was a good ma @
able serviee, that he should bo retalnad in office, but ‘thl.t a
neither wise nor logieal. To do that would probably mean estab-
lizshment of o maechifne that would scon become corrupt and difficalt to
remove from power.

of the prcsent

It
red valo-

[From the Journal-Courier, New Haven, Conn.]

President Taft would limit the presidentinl office to a
gix years, and he glves a new reason why he thinks so. ¥E,
am a little apeciﬂc In this matter, because it seems necessary to be,

order to understood, I don't care how um.mhdtiom or modest
President 1 don’t care how determined he is that he himself w
not seeure renomination (and there are very
to that extent), stiil his subordinates
his reelection will, whenever they have t.hapgg rtunity, exert their
fluenee and divide their time between the e
to seeure their chief's renomination and reelection. It
¥revent the whole administratien from losing a part of its effectivensss
the public good by this diversion to pelitical effort for at
year of the fonr of each administration.” The e term, then,
wars will achieve two results—it will leave the Chief Executi
ve his best serviee to the people without temptation of an
an it will greatly increase the cfliciency of the whole adminis
of government.

le term o
“ i

=12

E

g a
sﬁz’éii*

[From the Register, New Haven, Conn.]

There are positive arguments for the change. Four years Is too
sghort & ﬂme for a President to aecomplish chi becanse
more or less of his time is wasted by the ambition to sm himself.
Inerease his term by 50 per cent and relleve him of all worry to the
future and you have by at least 100 per cent increased his net effeetive-
ness for the term. Bix years is nearly the cycle of man's ical re-
newal. It Is a time in which the able man m! t nmmu! sh some-
thing. Set that as at once his incentive and his incentive to
make his impress on the history of his cowntry then or not at all,
his protection as well as his limit—and men worthy to be onr Presi-
dents will show a difference in their aecemplishments in the office,

[From The Times, I.envenwurth. Kang.]

Thers are many reasons in favor of making this ¢ . Chief of
these is, of course, the oft-repeated argument
bi',?mmg’“r“ Enmeogiotf:fm?is &Ebimnmmm thin nly of giving

o e admin on he wou 0 0 r
coyniry n creditable administration. In such case tlzﬂ.n would
have less influence with him and the statesman more, th no second
term in which to amend his record a President would use his utmost
endTe]»_lavor:héo make ;lhe besta posﬂtblemmmordﬁ hi mteb tmdlsnltr

at roposed amendment w a Frent[y o the

the office of 1-;Pres[dem: can readily be seen. 1d make t Presl-
dent more independent, less sensitive to eriticism, and after a time less
criticized. It would place him where there would be no temptation to
take part In unseemly strugzles for office, and soon the office of Presi-
dent would ceme to be looked 1 as is that of jusﬁce cf the Supreme
Court—as an office to be fille only by men of h character and
learning and men of unquestioned honor and pa

[From the Chicago Journal, Chicago, IlL.]

It is {he duty of Congress to pass the single-term, six-year amend-
ment at once. That amendment must provide that no person who has
gerved six ymrs in the White House slmll be eligible to election under
the new rule, TIf this amendment is fm t.h:wn%h Cuongress without
delay the peogle will bave time to ratify it before 1916 ; and the country
will be spared a great deal of trouble and expense,

5 [From the Chicago Daily News, Chicago, IIL]
ongress evidently Is not willing at this time te consider on its
Im.rits the Works resolution for a comstitutional amendment providing
term of six for each President and Vice President of the
'Un! States. In Sepate the other day debate on.the resclution
was tarned into a mmfontiml dispute as to the relative magnitude of the
indiscretions co tted by the men now secking the Presidency. In
the House a similar resolution has been shelved until the next session

ahnsm i.n government are bred the second-term fren
that am very President as soam ?; he sets foot within t?ﬂ
White Honse, thnt the people of the Nntlon would gladly lengthen the
term of each Executive by two years in f vilege of
really gmdl oﬂci.u out of him, thro tha simple expedient

term is a demoralizing prospect. It unnerves the Executive arm mr
more trequentl: than does anything else. Its influence is good in n

nrglng Cungress to pass the Works resolution its supporters ins
that the President of t.ho United States should be freed from the teﬂispE
tation to * play politi Right, not pelitical expediency, must direct
Executive action in the White House,

[From the Record-Herald, Chieago, 111.1
The proposed amendment teo the Comstitntion restrieting the Presi-
arguments. It § id tleu !y wutlm?erels.‘ Iorglnr% i mm;
n s an old ques as the Governmen

itself, and the wisdom of seo resttlctlng the Chief Executive’s term has
been debated at intervals simee the time of Jackson. Yet the later argu-
ments in favor of the reform are strikingly similar to those advanced
when the fathers were framing the Government.

The perils of leaving a President free to succeed himself if he can
have been considered by stndents of our turm of Government from the
first. Tocqumue considered them, Bryce refers to thom, and ML

in his Democraey and the Party System in the United

States, lished in 1910, gim it as his opinion that the reelectiom

of the President must be prohibited. The Russian critic states his case

&fter this fashien

The rescue of the Federal service from politics must be completed

hLmhmittlng it to no imfluence but that of the Chief Hxecutive and

tg officers th out the country, and to no end but that

e public weal. Not from the bosses at Washington musi the

ent Dbe emancipated, but trom the % machine al ther.

And that can not be achieved so lon dent looks for re-

election. MEM term sh l:ls ned to seven years
and the of the President prohibited.'

There, in brief, 18 the argument of those who have op'gos&d the re-
election of the President, though it has been given in much more datail
by other writers and spenkers. But the gist af the matter is that the
President must not be a politician. He must not use the great powers
of his effice to insure on. His appointments must not be made
with an eye on the support of State bosses; he must not be tempted
to lay aslde his convic nx and play the dem:lgog'm in order to win

g ; hisg i mus no suffer from a scramble to kKeep In his sea
Mr. Iph, s] constitutional cenvention, “ I!
he (the President) nught to be independent, he should not be left under
a temptation to cowrt a reappointment.”™

This thought zeemed to have pm'sued the members of the convention
from the very moment they began to consider the powers which were
to be vested in the Chief Executive. On August 6 the committes of
d to whom had bheen refer the various proposals, reporfed in
favor of electing a President for a seven- year term and inz him
mngbl:g!a?n a a:dmnd term. This proposal in different forms was con-

sidered
There were some t who felt that a Chief Executive's dignity
must suffer through g forced to join the mass again as a common
citizen. 'To these spoke “ Dr.” in, with his dry humer:
“In free govemments the mlers ara the servamts and the people
their s-u&:rlors the former, therefore, to returm
latter m not degrade but to promote them. And it
an unreasonable burden on them to keep them
nlwsru ln n. te of servitude and not allow them to become again one
of the masters.™

In the end the convention took mo action restricting the President's
ty for reelection. It was mot till the time of Jackson that the

question a became a real issue. Jackson's friends said during the
Eanilpatgin hat he would not consent to run a second time, and this
eclara

on is thought to have added to the Dognmﬂtx of the candidate.
He was n stanch su potter of the ;glncitﬁs one term when he tock
over the office of messa to Congress, in
December, 1829, he m:ggestad tha wisdom of restrf ting the President
to one term. Tn his annual messag of the following year he said:

“In grder, particularly, that thi n&potntee may be placed beyond
the reach any tmﬁltfu order that he mny tpproach
the solemn respo of the highest office in the %
people, unmmm.ltted. to other course than the strict line of consti-

onal duty. and that the securities for this Independence may be

ng 85 the nature of power and the weakness of its

Egssesgor wﬂl admit, I can not too earnestly invite your attention ro

dgm pmmot.tng such amendment of the Constitution as will
im Hgible after one term of service.”

There ean be little doubt that Jackson was sincere In his efforts te
have the President's term restr!cted. notwithstanding the fact that he
stood for reelection himself. It pretty gmmrnll{ admitted that u
to the time of his dgath he continued to believe at he had c‘ha.ru'e
in his first campa dgnfl that there was a cabal to continue President
Adams in office, and that he had performed an important public service
in defeatiuf its phms

Cert from the time of Jackson down to Lincoln a
cleul; ch}xxpular judice existed against the idea of a second
term for the f te. This prejudice was overcome in the case
of Lincoln of an extraordinsry sitmation.

Later tm ng-ﬁun of restrieting the Execufive’s term was brough
before the public when President Grant showed a desire for a thir
term, But even when he became tlie candidate of his party for a
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second term there were those who objected strenuously. Chief of
these was Horace Greeley, who, having alienated a considerable por-
tion of his own party, became the candidate of the Democratic and
Liberal Republican Parties agﬁinst Grant. Durin% the campaign which
ensued the issue of the second term was ralsed, and Mr, Greeley opposed
it with all the eloguence and force for which he was noted.

In an article contributed to a now defunct periodical called the
Galaxy, in 1872, Mr. Greeley saild:

“All that is needed is an intelligent, earnest, widespread conviction
that the practice of reelecting a Chlef Maﬁs rate while in office is
franght with evil and peril; t it distracts his attention from the
proper cares and duties of his station and impels him to consider not
who are the fittest and most worthy to fill the offices in his gift, but
whait choice will be most likely to improve his chances of renomi-
nation.

“ Here Is the right man for the Supreme Comrt, who has no influ-
ential clique at his back; here is a rival who is neither so capable nor
8o worthy, but whose friends control the parctg machine in a populous
State and can send delegates to the approa national eonvention
elther for or against the incumbent of the White House; who that
knows human nature can doubt that the less fit aspirant has the better
pragpect'o& obtaining that jodgeship? And this instance may stand for
a thousand.”

Speakers and writers of that day who joined in the discussion were
accustomed to point to at least one excellence in the constitution of
the Confederate States so recently overthrown. That constitution,
they said, reflected at least one bit of experience which the Federa
Government had had and had failed to benefit by. It made the Presi-
dent Ineligible to succeed himself.

[From the Malil, Moline, TIL]

Every argument for a one-term limitation is sound. Not one argu-
ment 80 far sdvanced against it bears dissection. By making the term
of the P'resident six years and barring him from again seeking the
?l;ﬂ“ﬁ h? ;s-ili be left to work solely for the good of the country from

e first day.

—

[From the Chromicle, Marion, Ind.]

There Is soundness and wisdom in Mr. Taft's suggestion of a single
term of six years for our Presidents. The gain to the people would be
obvious and very at. In many ways a presidential campaign is a
public nuisance. The minds of the people are distracted, business,
whether foolishly or not, has ac?ulred the habit of coming to a halt,
as though some great calamity impended—probably Mr. Taft will re-
call, not without a reminiscent smile, that during the late campal
somcthing was said about the closing of factory doors in case the
voting went wrong—and men, women, too, are drenched with a flood
of utterance and wearied with passionate mouthings. It is unneces-
sary; it is stupid. If we should reduce the frequency of the national
upheaval from three t in 12 years to twice in 12 rza'eam the ﬁln
would be iImmense. There would be the added and important advantage
of shielding the incumbent of the office from the temptation to use
power and patronage in the effort to secure a second term.

[From the Gazette, Cedar Rapids, Iowa.]

A six-year term would make the conntry more demoecratic. It would
prevent the building up of political machines whose main purpose is to
perpetuate some man or set of men in office.

The six-year term would give a President a better opportunity to
make good. It would be unproductive of harm, because the Nation
always elects a fairly representative man to the Chief Magistracy.

A six-year term would lessen the political turmoil, and that alone
would be worth a great deal more than “ the price of admission.”

By all means let us have the single six-year term.

[From the Times-Democrat, New Orleans, La.]

More than ope presidential record has been marred by this seeking
after a second term. Duoring two years out of the four the desire for
renomination Influences, to a Elmter or less extent, the average Execu-
tive's official acts and colors his view of pending issues and questions.
There is no reason to belleve that we can, under the gresen sﬁ:ntem,
get entirely away from that practice and custom. u rl%d ita-
tion of the President’s term of service, definitely fixed by the law of
the land, we can relieye the Executive of the temptation now placed
in his way. Measurably we can insure that he will serve the Nation
during his full term of office instead of using his office for a rt of
the term to serve his own ambitions and candidacy for reno tion,
An aggressive mmtﬂnlin for the adoption of the one-term plan ought to
be organized, we , at once, while its wisdom and necessity are so
widely admitted by the voters.

[From the Times, Comberland, Md.]

Some unconscious humorist assures the Chicago Record-Herald that
“ there is no public sentiment” in favor of the single six-year presi-
dential term proposed,

We are bound to admit that we have heard mo riotous demonstra-
tlons by advocates of such an amendment to the Constitution. But
the majority of the Members of Congress favor it ; the respective Judi-
ciary Committees of the two Houses have indorsed it; grogmsaive and
independent newspapers are nrging it; and men of lig
in every part of the country are “ coming out" for it, The Nation
Business League of America is working for it.

In the SBenate two insurgents, CuMMINS and Wonrks, are fathering
the amendment, and some of its opponents are threatening a fillbuster
to frevent action on the resolution submitting it., They know that it
will pass If it reaches a vote.

The unconscious humorist or noise-loving editors who fail to dlscover
publie sentiment for the amendment should try to understand that

ublic sentiment is not always expressed by stormy mass meetings ad-

sed by excited orators.

[From the Gazette, Haverhill, Mass.]

There is nothing in the Constitution as it now is to prevent a life
tenure of the presidential office, When the Constitution was created
no one had any reason to suppose that the Executive department would
become so powerful as it has me. Nothing has st in the way of
long-continued tenure of the presidential office but wholesome public
sentiment and the antithird-term tradition, which arose from Wash-

ington’s refusal of a third election. If that tradition i
and the barriers against a third term are broken 3:“11!. ‘E‘é? ‘lhxllgl;t%?.-
down for a ln:: tiug. B P
en office who is o can te for lectl
advantage over other candidates in his ownopalt-'ee e}:oroi:hlem:ognt:%%%?
&%ﬂtﬁ.‘i undue advantage over his opponent of the other party in the
We are coming to the one-ferm Presidency as rapidl h :,
mgcggmwmﬂ r.mm':.iltt.h '.léllae resent lcsmu pa;gn has pmage“setnt&lmcgrﬁu?]n
on, an e Clayton resol .
ing the rcsulttl'earl.ier than 3e'xpe‘:r.ed BROTS IS 0 Lo ks ot AChior:

[From the Evening Unlon, Springfield, Mass.]

Six years has been suggested as a reasonable limit, and there are
many pronounced advocates of the gix-year s le-tern:" idea, but there
are some that favor a eingle four-year term and others that belleve in
making it elght years. The arguments in favor of one are as good as
those In support of another, except, mh‘aps’ that the four-year term
may be a little too short to enable a sident to carry out policies
and pledges to which he and his pnrt{nan committed. But the main
idea, the single-term limit, has everything to commend it.

[From the Call, Paterson, N. JI.]

Many influential men of New York, when asked to commen
question of a constitutional amendment limiting the President Euo: stll::
le six-year term, exp themselyes favorable to the change. Some

ought it would make for greater stability In the business of the
country, but it was generally belleved by both Republicans and Demo-
crats that the most important effect would be that on the conduct of
the incumbent of the office himself, Most of them agreed that under
the present four-year term, with eligibility for reelection, the President,
no matter how well intemtioned he mair be, is unavoidably drawn
into a certain amount of political intriguing that inevitably interferes
with the discharge of bls duties in a broad and statesmanllke manner.

[From the Chautanquan, Chautauqua, N. Y.]

Andrew Jackson thought that a single term without reelection for a
President under any eircumstances would add another safeguard to our
liberties. Becond terms are not now feared as threats to our liberties;
whether third or fourth terms are a menace and danger is a matter
upon which opinion differs. But what is undenlable and clear is that
second and third terms are incompatible with eficlent and single-minded

ublie service. The best of men can not be exposed to constant tempta-
on, The temptation of incumbents to, use g:-atronuge to bulld or
strengthen machines, to “ mend fences,” to make sure of delegates, to
control conventions, is too strong to be resisted In most cases.

Nor is this all. AMen in office who are candidates for second or third
terms may, and generally do, consider bills and policies from the politi-
cal or personal point of view. Some do it unconsciously, but all do it
more or less. he incumbent who is not and can not be a candldate
again for the same office is free to deal with public matters on their
merits, to use his independent and sincere jutlgigent. to make the public
good his sole test or concern. This would an enormous gain to
good government and to “ the rule of the people.”

The more the question is studied the more vital and progressive the
single-term idea is seen to be. There is not the least danger that the
suppl{'&:t presidential * timber " will ever be so restricted that second

terms will be necessary. No man or set of men is really in-
dl?ensable to an age or generation or nation. Any vigorous, sound
body politic contains many men and women who are fit to do the work
of the day. To dip into the great mass of citizens and select adminis-
trators and servants with an eye to results, without overestimatin
any indlvidmal or underestimating the virtue and intelligence of his
equals, is not always an easy task. But stable and prosperous democ-
racies must endeavor to do this very thing. The single six-year presi-
dential term idea is consonant with the warnings of history and with
common sense.

[From the Leader-Republican, Gloversville, N. Y.]

+ Much, indeed, might be advanced In favor of the single six-year term
as Chief Executive of the Nation, and in the opinlon of the Leader-
Republican a long step in the right direction will have been taken when
discussion of the change proposed shall have been erystallized into
favorable action. As yet the clt)roposal is a comparatively new one, but
it is one which from its practical nature secms destined to grow and
expand in favor with the people.

[From the Financial World, New York City.]

All classes, even the chronic office-holding politicians, whatever may
be their party affiliations or opinions, will hail with satisfaction the
preliminary efforts now being made in Con to submit to the sev-
eral States an amendment to the National Constitution, so as to extend
the presidential term to six years and make the incumbent ineligible to
succeed himself.

It would prove n most excellent move if this same rule of nonsucces-
slon were carried further to include every elective office. Paoliticians
are more or less selfish in the consideration of the general welfare,
although statesmen in office affect to believe that the interests they
have in public affairs—national, State, and loeal—are above all per-
sonal consideration. However, if that interest is not personally touch-
ing the pocketbook of officeholders, it is at least fed on the ambition
to hold on as long as gmlble to the honors heaped upon them by their
fellowmen. Man would not be man without ambitions.

Bat limit the Presldencg and other elective offices to one term and
the probabilities are that the men so honored will apply to their stew-
ardsglp the very best ability, sincerity, and honesty that is in them.
They will realize that there is mo further reward to seek when their
term of office ends.

The little Republic of Switzerland has demonstrated conclusively the
great advantages that lle in limiting offices of state to only one term.

ne term is enough.

—
[From the Eagle, Brooklyn, N. Y.]
We have confidence that the ple and the Btates will soon set a
grohlhitton of more than a single term in the Constitution itself, inci-
entally lengthening the ome term from four to six years, with no re-
election, as could wisely have been done at the start. The term could
well be lengthened to reduce strain on a term of the present duration.

3
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1t could well be made incapable of repetition, to remove from any Presi-
dent the temptation to pervert his service and patronage to the continu-
ance of himself in place and to stir in each party the growth of states-
men fit to make into Presidents,

[From the IMinancial World, New York City.]

This much-to-be-desired reform can only be satisfactorily brought

about by limiting the Presidency to one term and making that term half
as lonF again as the present four-year tenure. Six years seems generall
agr upon as long enough to allow a new Executive to put throug
such political measures to which he is committed and on which he has
made his cam}}n for the high office. !
i It is undeniab {y true that business halts more or less during a na-
tional campaign, if for no other reason than is to be found in the natu-
ral hesitating against going ahead when there is the possibility of a
change of adminlstration and with it a flood of new laws to which busi-
ness will have to adjust itself, 8ix years, therefore, would give to
business a period of rest from radical adjustments longer than is pos-
gible under our rour-i"ea.r system.

But the atest wndlcatp the country suffers under our rPresent
scheme of electing our Chief Executive is to be found in the ht of
succession, on which at Present there is no limltation. Not a single bar
is up to prevent a President succeeding himself as often as he may be
able to prevail g})on the electors to keep him in office. OnI{nmstom is
in the way. 'This was set by Geor ashington in refus! a third
nomination, contending that by serving twice as President he had done
his duty toward his country and the people.

The one and the greatest advantage in the one-term movement for
President, and which offsets any of the minor defects that may be cited,
is that it would effectively do away with the political maneuvering now
(indulged in by a President in his natural ambition to become his own
successor. With one term oul{ mpossible to him, every President would
give the country the best administration within his ability irrespective
of political considerations, and more than that ecould not be cted,
Naturally, ke would desire that his administration should pass into his-
tory as one reflecting fame upon him, and he would act accordingly.

The one-term plan would forever blast the political ambitions which
every President now keeps in mind to maintain himself in office through

two terms at least, and which so often proves an obstacle to an impar-
tial adminlstration.

[From the Ierald, New York City.]

President Taft's plea for one term of six years for the President of
the United States will undoubtedly give new impetus to this measure
now before Congress. )

The reform must come in ihe shape of a constilutional amendment,
and after the bill has passed both Houses and become a law the amend-
ment must be ratified 3 three-fourths of the States. But cumbersome
as the process of amending the Constitution iz, this great reform may
be much nearer than persons generally suppose.

There has long been a very strong feeling in this country that two
terms of four years each are enough for a President. Many persons
believe that to limit the only term to six years is too short a period

and would extend it to eight years.

With this view the Herald heartily agrees. The term should be eight
years instead of gix, and then there should be a proviso inst any
man ever seeking the Presidency again. Indeed R: might be wise to
make some financial provisions for retiring Presidents.

But eight years are not too much. Washington served almost elght
years; Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, and Grant served elght
years; Lincoln and McKinley were reelected, but were assassinated
before the end of their second terms; Cleveland was elected to a second
term after a four years' interim, and Roosevelt was elected to a second
term, having filled the uncompleted term of McKinley as his first term.

But to have a President elected for an eight-year term wonld free
the country from much strife, and to provide that there should be but
one term would be bound to work for national security.

[From the Evening Journal, New York City.]

Mrs. George J. Gould said to-day that she was an advocate of ex-
tending the term of the President of the United States to six years.
She thinks that the longer period would give an opportunity for work-
ing out presidential reforms, and that a f’resident who could not get a
renomination would be less apt to gmy into the hands of the politicians,
She would limit the st:—gear President to a single term.

* The Presidency of the United States has become the most powerful
in the world,” she said at her home, No. 657 Fifth Avenue. "go much
responsibility and work devolve ugon the incumbent of that hlgh office
that I sometimes marvel at the ability with which Presidents meet the
obligations that are imposed upon them.

* The presidential term should be extended to six years and Presi-
dents should be Ineligible for reelection. The resunlts, I am confident,
wonld be a higher standard of public service and a greater devotion to
the Interests of the people,

“ The experience of France, which makes the presidential term seven
years, has, In the main, proved highly successful.”

[From Leslic's Weekly, New York City.]

The actual advanta, of a single six-year presidential term over-
shadow the possible dangers of the change, The s tion is made
that if the clectors made a colossal blunder in thelr choice the country
might have a despot saddled upon it for six long years, whereas at
resent the most unsatisfaetor,y; President would not have to be en-
ured longer than four years. f 8o disposed, a President might inflict
incalculable damage upon the country; yet upon the Chief ecutive,
as upon every other oflicial or department of the Government, there are
certaln constitutional checks, and as a last recourse a President, for
g00d and sufficlent cause, may at any time be impeached during his
term of office, whether it be long or short.

In favor of a single long term, without
reelection, there are decided advantages.
President to m:lF_ out and to earry to successful completion a construe-
tive national po 1c{. Again, the periods of upheaval and unsettling so
disastrous to the business interests of the country as a whole will be
put two years further apart. IPresidential year is always an “ off "
year. These * off " years should be separated as far as practicable.

Perbaps the greatest advantage of all is that a single term would
insure a more fearless and disinterested service from the occupant of
the presidential chair, Every President desires a reelection as a mark
of approval of his administration, and hardly is he Inducted into office
before he begins to lay plans to secure another momination, Though

osgibility of renomination or
ix years is long enough for a

every move he makes may be perfectly honorable, his nsefulness to the
country as a whole 18, in a measure, lessened by this desire for another
term. Just as we always expect better results from a President’s sccond
term than from his first, so we would expect the best of which he was
capable in a single long term.

[From The Tribune, New York City.]

The wide approval given to the suggestion of a single presidential
term is gratifying to The Tribune, which is earnestly desirous of see
an end 1pui: to the embarrassments of a situation compelling a President
to consider a renomination at the hands of his party as an indispensa-
ble indorsement of the merit of his first administration. Many men of

rominence in communit(iv have given their support to the single-
erm movement on the 1t,zmtm that its success would relieve the Presi-
dent of an unenviable obligation to court the favor of politicians in con-
trol of the party machinery and leave him free, if the term were ex-
tended to slx years, to develop his policies with less distracting Inter-
ference. from them and the officeholders and office seekers whom they
principally represent.

If a President only served a single term and was Ineligible for re-
election, it would be much easier to carry through such an admirable
plan as that of Mr. Taft for the extension of the classified service so
as to cover all postmasters, collectors, registers, surveg-om. and other
higher grade employees whose offices are now considered legitimate party
patronage. A esident would have no Induocement to select IFederal
officers with a view of getting their assistance In a cnmémign for re-
nomination, could choose them for merit only, and insist that they keep
out of partisan litics.

The responsibilities of the President have multiplied so rapidly in
recent years and the labor thrust upon him is now so enormous that he
ought to be allowed to give all his time and energy to the public busi-
ness, with no thought for the thousand details of the process of paving
the way for his own renomination and reelection. r. Taft, who has
been noted for his neglect to take advantage of politieal opportunities,
has properly complained of the useless strain put upon the President by
forcing him to appoint and reappoint thousands of officers who should
be selected by the comwt[tlve method and put under the protection of
the classified service. hen the second-term tradition is got rid of the
Presldent will be able to devote himself com letelf to his official duoties
and become more than ever a constructive force in administration and
legislation and the leader not on.lg of his own party but of the voters,
without regard to party. Freed from the shackles of partisanship, he
ean become the President of all parties and all sections, as the framers
of the Constitution wisely intended him io be, -

Opposition to a single term is nowhere active and aggressive, and the
adoption of a one-term amendment ean be delayed only by lack of in-
itintive and the too-prevalent disposition to think that the Constitation
can be and should b2 amended only in times of stress and disturbances.
It can be changed just as easily in an era of tranqguillity, and all that
is necessary to get the reform under way is to force action in Congress
ﬂ: a resolution which has alrendy been reported favorably in each

ouse,

Prominent men who have expressed opinions favoring a six-year
term, with ineligibility for reelection, as advocated by the Tribune, are:

Silas W. Burt, president of the Civil Service Reform Assoclation ;
Frederick W, Whitredge, receiver of the Third Avenue Railway; Fred-
eric R. Coudert, the lawyer; George M. Miller, president of St. Luke's
Hospital ; William Nelson Cromwell, the lawyer; Otto Bannard, the
banker; Panl M. Warburg, of Kuhn, Loeb & Co.; Willilam R. Wileox,
chairman of the Public SBervice Commission ; Samuel H. Ordway, presi-
dent of the Civil Service Reform League: Willlam Jay Schieffelin,
}»reatdent of the Citizens’ Union ; Benjamin F. Traey, of the Manhattan

ife Insurance Co.; J. Hampden Dougherty, the lawyer; Charles I.
Strong, president of the Clty Club; Adolph Lewisohn, grea!dent of the
General Development Co.; Eungene A. Phiibin, formerlly_" istrict attorney
of New York County: Hugh Hastings, former State historian; Charles
J. Peabody, of Brooklyn; Welding Ring, former president of the Prod-
uce Exchange: Edward Lantcerbach, former member of the board of
regents ; and Henry RR. Towne, president of the Merchants' Association.

[From the Sun, New York City.]

The joint resolution [ilroposing an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States prov ﬂin}: for n single term of six years for Presi-
dent, which is to come before the House of Representatives and the
United States Senate on the reassembling of those bodies, I8 known as
the Clayton resolution, being named after Representative HExmY D,
Crayroy, of Alabama, and reads:

“The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United
States of America, Ie shall hold his office during a term of six
years; and no person who has held the ofiice by election, or who has
acted as President under the Constitution or any law made in pur-
suance thereof, shall ever again be eligible to hold said oflice.”

The resolution includes the Vice President.

[From the Press, Utiea, N. Y.]

Naturally enough there is a renewal of the discussion of the six-
gear one-term proposition. Now, as always before, there has secmed to
e more arguments for than against it. Until human nature can be
very materially changed, that scems to be the best possible solution of
what is otherwise bound to be a perplexing problem. It is not at all
liable that any man would be elected President of the United States
v? was unworthy or unable satisfactorily to complete a six-year term.
In fact, the last four would probably be better than the first two years,
for experience is worth a great deal, especially in an office of this
kind, and that is one of the arguments advanced in favor of a second
term., Under the present system the man who falls to be renominated
is looked upon as having been discarded by his Earty, and the man
who, being renominated, falls of reelection is looked upon as having
been discarded by the whole people. Accordingly renomination and
reclection are considered essential to a satisfactory reputation and
standing in history,

_In order to get the renomination there is an irresistible temptation
to do certain things and leave certain thingg undone for the express
purpose of getting votes or to acquire personal popularity. There is
only one standard by which a President ought to judge every question
which comes before him, and that is as to whether it is right and best
for the general welfare. If he comsiders his own or his party's Interest
in that connection he is deinz the people an injustice. Many a man
has had a good appointment under a President for no other reason
than that it would strengthen the Executive in this or that State.

-
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The public service has been the loser by that eperation. When a man
knows that he will not be eligible for renomination he will endeavor
to make the best possible record for himself, and indeed will be de-
termined to do it. Knowin, t right will not lose him a dele-
gate ke will have no temptation to do an: elze. His chief end,
aim, and ambition will be to make an honorable record, which will de-
serve and have an honorable place for all time in American history,
That is as It ought to be and ol itself constitutes a reason.

[Frem: the Plain Dealer, Cleveland, Ohio.]

A resolnifon providing for a constitutional amendment to change the
residential term from four to =ix years and to make the President
el le for reeiecﬂ%n will mchl eom:] a t;lmil act'i,c;::"‘in the Benate.
one nt approaching v as urged against the
amen nt. his is that the spread of ular-preference gsmentml
%mmarieu throughout the Union will I ¥y do away with the evils
neident to a presidential campaign for renomination and reelection

To some extent this contention is correct. The shameless use aof
pglrona'jze which has been customary will be of no avail in future
convention campaign if the popular primary glnn is generally ado‘pm
The steam roller can roll conventions flat, but it can not ernsh the
expression of ar sentiment. If popular prefercnce is to become
the aceepted plan of presidential nomination a large part of the evil of
the campaign for a second term will be eliminated.

Enough will remain, however, fo make desirable the enactment of
the single-term amendment. Even though a President is not busily
enga in oiling the patronage steam er he will have his eyes con-
stantly fixed on the second-term goal. He will be tempted to shape his
Eﬂ!deﬁ to eatch the popular fancy, regardless of his own convictions,

e can not forget the popular primary any more than he can the ballot-
ing in November., He will be working ﬂ?rst for popularity within his
party and afterwards for popularity in the Nation.

A President who spends muech effort to gain 311’““’“1“ adulation is not
likely to be the most exeentive, A President who assumes office
with a six-year term ahead of him and with no bility of reelection
may proceed to give the Nation the best there in him without fear
and withont favor.

Popular-preférence primaries will go far toward nullifying the utility
of the patronage steam roller. The single-term amendment will remove
the President from the temptation of plaﬂug partisan politics. Both
are desirable. Neither should be put because the other seems
likely of enforcement.

[From the Dispatch, Columbns, Chio.]

The single-term idea is not directed against any man or Pnrty. There
{8 nothing * Pnlltiml" in it in the ordinary and superficial sense of the
wocll'ﬁ. Iticl; nspired by the higher and purer coneceptions of government
and sery

Those who favor a single term of per length—six or haps even:
elght years—do so because they w!sgrgn insure alngie-mlnggrd dgﬁotlon
td good government at all times in the White House, becanse they wish
to remove temptation and pressure, to enable the President to deal
with measures, issues, and men strictly on their merits.

Properly presented and explained the advanced single-term idea can
not fail to commend itself to progressive and sober-minded citizens.

[From The Journal, Columbus, Ohio.]

In both Honses of Con . the resolution to amend the Constitution
by making the 1 term six years and no more has been in-
dorsed by both Judiciary Committees. Now, the matter ought to be
pushed tl:ni c;.n thtall;d h:'dttllm There tlign ngn db%ubt th;i people faver the
one-term 3 a ?mfmi a 3

nEIorious for the Nationywou d it be if a t should be elected
only every six years. And great would the presidency be if it did not
bave to think of a reelection,

[Frem The Journal, Hamilton, Ohio.]

That le term of six years for President has t possibilities.
Therefore it 15 going to win by constitutional amendment.

[From The Sun, Springfield, Ohio.]

President Taft embraced a ular cause when he declared for
A six-year term for the President of the United States and a legal bar
to reelection, This will do away with much of the uncertainty in
national affairs just previous to the national eonventions. and will un-
doubtedly make for better results in the Exeeutive office.

Under the present system the last year of every presidential term
where the Iresident is a eandidate for the remomination and reelection
is given over to political activities rather than to the duties of the
office. The President’s mind is taken up with schemes to further his
own politieal ambitions. His snbordmates dependent upon their chief
retaining his place to hold their positions also give of their time to
building up party fences. The holders of the many appointive places
in the Fedcral service also are on the alert to serve the prevailing party
and are nnable to give the proper attention to their routine work.

The official business of the Nation is neglected for a period of almost
a year preceding every national election. Following the election comes
a 'p!'.‘ﬂcl(i of readjustment, especially if the rival party has prevalled and
new incumbents are appointed to the placea.

in the days just preceding the election it is Impossible to secure
beneficlal legisiation. Ever is tainted with ties. The party
in power reluses t?l It).lnass any lgimsnl;eﬁggcﬁ is mot available for eam-

g£n purposes, am e opposition s stly op any T:od m
{%:%tyfor fear that it may ge used in support of Se plans of the rm
party.

This condltion is unsatisfactory. It seems that the people are entitled
to baye faithful, impartial service from the men they have elevated to
office and for whose salaries a good percentage of the taxes is
Yet, from the very nature of the present system, it is impossible to
receive but a minor part of the efforts of the first termers during the
preelection year.

In his speech Baturday night, President Taft has
ending the present conditions. A six-year term, without possibility of
reelection, would give the administration five fem-s to work after the
first year of readjustment. It wounld be possible for the President and
his subordinates fo d their energy in making a record for efficiency
rather than for expert political moves. With the heads of the de -
menis demanding efficlency rather than political service the work ef
the men holding subordinate places wounld be correspondingly improved.
The natural tendency of the inferiors would be to hold onto their places

inted one way of

| man

thro good work ratber than hazard their
e & e e o S Yt e ™ e M o
00 8| a r the t nation
worked out, The work would be searcely under waynlbepf?:ge anot?hg:
administration would begin: but under the six-year term [t would be
sible to carry out a consistent pollcy to a suecessful termination.
1Yeg]!ﬂts of good legislation have n prévented because the term of
the slators ended before they had reached a vote, and a new party,
with new pelicies, effeetually prevented uﬂ attempt to pass it
The new system is gaining in favor with all parties.” Varlous publie
men have from time to time advocated the establishment of a six-yenr
term for Presidents, anid it would not be surprising if some setion wits
taken to lengthen the term of the President roul:iw%ng Wilson,

[From the €ourler, Zanesville, Ohio.}

If the Constitution is amended to Umit the
chair to one term of six years, the office will t!‘;_:';lr:c:fl t&im?mgﬂ
to be—above the plane of politics—and its incumbent will be free to
act without persenal foar of the F!Jal[tical. consequences, President Taft
gvghrs thet.[de}hnnd P:;esldemi,e nlect Wit:lm has so expressed himself

i 5 The people, we eve, d indo
T e Dgt}_‘ , WO ndorse the proposition if

[From the Oregonian, Portland, Oreg.]

To forbid reelection of a President Implies no distrnst of the peopl
beyond that which the people have of thgmaeh'es. The whole Con?stl?u?
tion is a body of Illmitations, placed by the ple themselves on the
exercise of their undisputed power. Thi’s' would be but an added limita-
tion adopted by the people of their own free will.

THe danger to the national interests through a change of Presidents
In o time of crisis such as existed during the Civil War is too remote
to be a serious factor. Thetggggle min relied upon to elect a new
tﬁ%ﬁmﬁo will carry on policies of a g President which

2 .

e le need fewer elections and thelr public servants need fo
be freegeg%m the disturbing influence of frequgnt campaigns. With tn
el oot MY, W, Stld iy lep it of

. . continulty o ! t
elections when they do come. c ROUEE: S ICer o

[From the Gazette, Altconn, Pa.]

The single six-year term would emancipate the President and In-
crease his power and prestlge. He would and could slgn or veto bLllls
without thinking of * votes,” and the pressure of ilsmen and prac-
tieal politicians would be largely removed; self-respect, ness,
dignity, conscientious devotion to duty would be immensely strength-
encd and exalted by the change,

[From the American, Mahanoy City, Pa.]

President Taft was not the first citizen to advocate the amendment
of the Federal Contitution so as to extend the presidential term from
four to six t{um, making the occupant of the office ineligible for re-
clection. Others have spoken In faver of such a change, and a good
thoughtful citizens favor it.

ey are opposed to the quadrennial agitation of the country hitherto
inevitable to a pational campaign. They think it Injures business and
gives Americans a bad reputation among thelr cousing on the other
side of the seas; d then it is generally believed that freedom from
ambition to suceced himself would enable a President to serve his coun-
iry better than would be the case if he were moved by a desire to be
his own sueccessor.

The ordinary publie officer who is eligible to suceeed himself is likely
to keep an eye on his .chanees and to move with o cantlon born of
ambition. e suspect a one-term President ¥y would be more
efficient than one who spent much time scheming to sirceced himself,

[From the Press, Philadelphia, Pa.]

Whatever else the Congress in its expiring session shall do or leave
undone, the resolution pending in the Senate looking to the adoption
of an amendment to the Federal Constitution, providing for the ex-:
tension of the presidential term to six years and making incumbent
Ineligible far reelection ought to be favorably acted upon. There I= no

nestion such an amendment would be adopted by every State in the
'mlon. It would greatly add to the efliclency and independence of the
P’resident if his conduct in office were unbiased by anﬁy considerntion
other than the advancement of the public Interest. It would end at
onee and for good both second and third term demagogy, with the
implied drift toward one-man power and an asbandonment of repre-.
sentative government. The danger of dpwlonging the Incumbency of
an unfit or dangerous man, who should be chosen to the Presidency
through extension of the term of office, is sufficiently gnarded agninst
by the reservation of the power of impeachment in case of need.

[From the Evening Telegraph, Philadelphia, Pa.]

To lengthen the presidential term. to six Eears and Umit it to a single
riod meets with our hearty approval. The guestion should no longer|
left to the flexible Interpretation of mere unwritten precedents, bt
a definite settlement of it should be incorperated in the Constitution in'
the form of a neeessary and legal amendment. The lengthening and
limiting of the term would give any ambitious President a Jong enough
time to shape his policies and test them by experience; and would re-|
move the temptation from such to ask for a2 second term on & speclons
plea and secure it by a guestionable use of Executive patronage. ;

[From the Dispateh, York, Pa.]

Contrary te a very eral impression, the proposal to limlt the prest-,
dential tenure to & single term is not new. At the very beginning of
the Republie, when the great statesmen of that periodl woere strugzlin
with the mighty problems before them, the matter of the presidenl_uﬁ'
term was a moch-disew and vexing theme. All sorts of sugzestions
were offered, ranging from life tenure to a single term of four years.
When it was ¥ decided to make the presidential term four years,
with eligibility for reelection, a single vote In the convention was the
determining factor.

The great advantage to the couniry in limiting the presidential ten-
ure to a single term of years would be the epabling of the I'resldent
to devote all his time to his official duties. Ewvery President would/
know that he bad but one term in which to perfcet his policies and!'
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carry them out, and he would not be distracted from his purpose by the
necessity of laying plans for reelection almost from the day of his In-
auguration. Each [President would have the cour to do what he

belleved was right, unembarrassed by the threats of his enemies that
they would * beat him for reelection.” A President would be In large
measure exempt from the attacks of his enemies within the party, and
at the expiration of his term he would retire to private life with indre-
ference as to whether or not he had played the political game to the
gatisfaction of the politicians.

[From the Gazette, York, Pa.]

The question of a single term for President of the United States is
certain to be discussed exhaustively, if not exhaustingly, in the next few
years. By its platform the Democratic Party is bound to take action in
that direction, and in doing so it will be indorsed by a majority of the
citizens of all parties. The phase of this question about which there
13 going to be the most debate Is what the length of the term should
be, There have been some who argued that it should be eight years.
Now, however, it is generally conceded that this would be too long.
Six years or four years seem to be the popular limits.

Tivmse who argue in favor of the shorter term say that four
plenty long enough for a good man and that six years would be alto-
gether too long for a poor man to occupy the presidential chair. All of
this latter part of the contentlon may granted. But would not even
two vears be too long for an unfit President? It was the original inten-
tion of the founders of the Government to have short terms. Jefferson
in a letter quotes that maxim of that day as be “ Where annual elec-
tion ends, tyranny begins.” That, of course, would be a practical appli-
cation of genulne democracy, the theory of government not necessarily
the policy of the Democratic Party, but it will be granted by all that
our country is too large for it to work out successfully. Massachusetts
elects Btate officers annuall;{. and even In that small State the frequency
of the important elections is becoming burdensome.

So that It 1s plain we must look for some other way out of the dif-
culty, It is clear that the annual election of President is out of the
question, and the eight-year term would be too long. It is true that six

ears would be too long for an unfit President, and so would four years.
t seems, then, that the best way to settle the matter Is to sure
of the right man and the right platform, and then give him time enough
to thoroughly try out the policies for which he stands. If this is done,
there can be little valld objection to a six-year term, and there can be
little question that this is none too long to work out important policies.

Anotlier thing should be borne in mind—the people are beginning
to weary of the frequent and strenuous campaigns. There is danger
that this may result in such an increasing indifference that It will be
easier than {t now is for incompetent and even dangerous men to be
* put over ” by scheming Interests who look upon “o‘gractlmj " politics
as a part of their business game, This must reckoned with. Less
frequent elections and a more thorough stirring up of interest in the
campaigns seems the best solution.

Furthermore, i1t would be a great 1%1“‘“ if this could be so arranged
that ihe Btate elections could held during those years when there
were no national elections. Suraposc. for example, that our Presidents
were elected every six years and the Members of the Lower House of
Congress every three years, so that a congressional election would come
In the middle of the presidential term, as now. That would give all
the Btates ample opportunity to arrange their elections at times when
there wonld be no complications with national problems. Wouald not
this result in better government all around? We believe it would.

[From the Commerclal Appeal, Memphis, Tenn.]

There is a growing inclination on the part of the publle toward the
six-year term. 'There are sensible reasons why such a term should be
established instead of the briel four years now allotted to the President.

Everyone will admit that nothing so disturbs the commercial welfare
of the country as an election. From ocean to ocean the States have
been distm‘bmi for the past two months, and will be until November,

A politienl campaign, even over a local issue, disturbs business.
Brothers turn a st brothers, fathers against their sons, over poll-
ties. The real truth is that we have too much of this sort of thing,
and If it is not a presidential campaign it is another, with its turmoil
and excltement.

Eunch President elected has entered office with the determination to
do the best he could for the conntry. We have had no bad men in office.
Our IPresidente, irrespective of party, have been men of class. They
have lived up to the lplatl’m'ms upon which they were elected as far
as_possible. No President has ever been assoclated with any graft
scheme, and all have been practically free from the talnt of scandal,
It stands to reason that only men. of the hlghest character present
themeselves for such an exalt Men of the highest character are
elected, and the country has prospered under every President we have
had since the days of George Washington.

It is safe to trust anyone who can secure the indorsement of the
people, and If he is elected for six or eight gears instead of four, so
much_the better, As it is, scarcely does a President get comfortably
seated in office than it is necessary to run again. This keeps the coun-

eArs are

office,

try upset. No one can rest easily durlng‘ a campalgn., It {5 more un-
certain in some States than in others. here is always an element of
uncertainty in a ecampaign. No one can what the outcome will be

say
or what the effect on the country will be. Wall Street holds the bal-
ance of power. It can create a panic or quell one. Wall Street is
always uneasy during a campalgn, and while the street is uneasy so

is the country.
With fewer elections the country would be better off, and with n
Ionfer presidential term there would be a smaller opportunity for strife

and unsettled business conditions,

[From the News, Wheeling, W. Va.]l

From all indications an nttemﬁ:t will be made at the next session of
Congress to change the tenure of office for the President of the United
States from a term of four years to a single term of six years. ‘

e change will necessitate an amendment to the Constitution, and
will entall no little inconvenience. However, it seems to be a good idea.

At present the length of a presidential term is four years. A man
may succeed himselfl as mauﬁ times as he is able to secure the nomi-
nation and election, althoogh custom makes it bad form to ask for
another after one has served two terms,

A man is elected for a term of four years. During this time all of
his actions are usually directed so that he will be able to secure a
second nomination and election. THis actions are “a play to the
galleries,” as it were. During his first term his time is so taken up
by this * gallery play " that he is likely to neglect many of his dutles

and act contrary to the way he would act if his tenure were restricted
to a single tevm.

During this term the members of the Cabinet, who owe their office
to appointment from the Executive, ping' politics along with their
chief. At the end of the first four years there is a possibility of defeat
for the eandidate for reelection.

If the tenure of office were made a single term of six years, the
administration would undoubtedly be made more efficient. The time
wounld be lonF enough to give a good Executive an opportunity to put
into effect his policles and not long enough to permit an ineapable
Executive to harm the country.

The change is a good one. Think it over.

[From the Intelligencer, Wheeling, W. Va.]

Presidential elections come too often, and Presldents too frequently
plad)' politics. A four-year term hardly enables a President to institute
and carry through an established line of policf. and eligibility for
reelection tempts him to try to secure reelection. As a rule, the
first two years of a President’'s administration are given up to getting
acquainted with his job, and the second two. years are filled with
efforts to secure another term. Lengthening the President’s term and
forbidding reelection would place the office of the Presidency on a
higher plane and insure a higher grade of public service.

[From the Chicago Evening Post, Tuesday, Oct. 23, 1004.]

REVELL FOR BIX YEARS—CHICAGO MAN URGES THAT THE TERM OF PRESI-
DENT SHOULD BE LIMITED—TELLING POINTS ARE MADE—SPEECH GIVEN
AT OTENING OF COMMERCIAL CONGRESS AT ST. LOUIS.

8r. Louis, October 25.

The opening session of the Trans-Mississippl Commercial Congress
was held here to-day in Convention Hall at the World's Fair. The con-
gress will continue the remainder of the work.

Alexander H. Revell, of Chicago, vice president of the Natlonal
Business League, delivered an address on the question of a single six-
year term for President of the United States.

The feature of the opening session was the large attendance of visi-
tors, showing the general interest in the proceedings. During the ses-
slons of the congress, which will contlnue through Saturday, matters
of importance to residents of the trams-Mississippi region will be dis-
cusse({, such as irrigation, good roads, river navigation, and interstate-
commerce laws.

Following the invoeation by Rev. Michael Burnham, of 8t. Louis, the
meeting was called to order by the chairman of the executive commit-
tee, Thomas Richardson, of Portland, Oreg. In a short introductor
address, Mr. Richardson presented the president of the congress, R, C.
Kerens, of 8t. Louls.

ADDRESS OF MR. REVELL.

Mr. Revell spoke as follows ¢

“ The National Business League has started a movement to secure
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States which will fix
the term of office of the President at six years instead of four years.
At the same time, and b{ the same amendment, it i* proposed to make
the President ineligible to reelection.

“I am not aware that anyone questions the expediency of the pro-
posed change. Indeed, so far as I can learn, all admit that the changes
proposed would be sound public ipf:olir:,y. It is perhaps true that those
who are engaged in politics for diversion or for profit may be lukewarm
in the effort to prolong the period between elections. But it is not
likely that the politiclan—the man who is trying to be politic and re-
sponsive to public demands—will interpose to prevent an admittedly
needed and popular amendment.

“ All things considered it may be accepted that the sentiment of the
eount;'iv is such that the amendment may be secured upon the presenta-
tion the proper argnments to the electors and those who as officials
may be Instrumentalities in bringing it about. The labor that is before
us consists in pulling together and puttin‘f in order the half-formulated
latent sentiment in regard to the proposed amendment. It is this labor
which the Natlonal Business League has nndertaken to perform. It isto
this endeavor that all right-minded electors are expected to extend
conrageous and industrious assistance,

“ No reasonable objection can be raised against the lengthening of the
President's term of office.

* As things now are there is, In fact, only about three years of set-
tled conditions, and many would acknowledge only two years. The
fourth year is given up to the campaign. In fact, it is only during the
first two years of the presidential term that business, ang that word
does not mean the great capitalists only, can feel that conditions are
settled. Along toward the end of the térm the policy which the Presi-
dent has pursued is used by the opposition on which to unite in order
to create an ‘issue’ for the oncoming campaign. The effect of all
this is that business becomes more or less gambling against the chances
of the presidential succession.

“LOOKE TO THE GOVERNMENT. 8

“ There Is a growing tendency In this, and indeed in all countries, to
look upon the government or the administration as the cause of the
prosperity or adversity of the pecple. This tendency disposes the
peore to look more and more to the government as the author of
their conditions. Demagogues, selfishly and ignorantly finding this ten-
dency to exist, endeavor from time fo time to arouse the voter into
active hostility against the administration. He endeavors to convince
his too easily persuaded auditors that a change of administration
policy, especially in relation to the currency or the tariff, we will say,
will change their fortunes from bad to good.

* The effect of this is that during any presidential term and under
any policy which may be put into practice there are those who are dis-

to find fault with it and to create an Impression that exactly the
opposite polley would be more in the interest of the general public.
At times this sort of criticism results in the formation of parties predi-
cated on pm&osltlons to squarely reverse the policy which is being
put into practice by the sitting President and to put into operation an
entirely ogpoaite olicy. *

“The effect of this condition of things is to present to the business
man a situation in which two distinctly opposite policles are proposed.
He can make no caleulations for the future, and he must hold in abey-
ance many of hls enterprises and curtail his business until he finds
out what is golng to be done—what the result of the election will be.

“This condition of suspense operates to del)msa business and in-
tensify adverse conditions, or at least to modify the benefits of the
administrative policy which may be in practice st the time. The cle-
ment of unwarranted doubt operates to bring about changes of policles
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and Presidents, changes that are in themselyes unwarranted and pos-
sibly harmful.
“ OT FAIR TO JUDGE BY.

“ This presidential year Is hardly a fair one to judge by. It is the
most prosperous ential year in 44 years, and perhaps for a longﬁ
period. Is would hardly be the time or place, and it is not essen
that we discuss all the reasons for this. ile the year has been phe-
nomenal as an election year, and with the splendid agricultural and
financial situation, still there has been a pronouneed dity among
business men In regard to inaugurating new business enterprises.

“Also there has been and is very general complaint, especlally in
manufacturing indostries. Hence, the question naturally ar ould
not the year 1904 have been a record-breaking year hag there been no
presidential election ?

“A long]g term for the President would not only create a longer
period of business security, but it would give ampler time for a Presi-
dent to formulate and carry out his policies. Very often tial
ndministrative plans can not be put into operation and the benefits of
them realized by the genmeral public before the time for another cam-
rsn.lg approaches. In other words, the gresldentlal term of four years

ef for a President to inaugurate and carry out a policy. A
gix-year term would give ampler time,

“Another t , the election of a President for six years would have
a tendency to sllence those agitators who preach discontent and advise
the peotgle to look forward to the next presidential election as the time
when they could make a change which would repair their grievances.
Bix years would be too long to look ashead. With a six-year term the
country would settle down to calmness and steadiness in business, which
is unknown under the present rourA{m term,

“ By making the President ineligible to succeed himself he would be
enabled to leave polities behind when he took the oath of office.
He could direct his efforts to beln&a good President. The record of
& President would then merit care comparison.

p Jé %radtml growth it has come to be an unwritten law that a
President is expected to succeed himself. It is expected that his second
election will be a * vindication ' of his first term of office. There Is no

uestion about this faet. For a President to decline to be a candidate
or reelection after having served a four-year term would be taken to
mean that he belleved that he could not be reelected.

“In other words, a failire to demand renomination would be ac-
cedlged as a confession of the falluore of him and his party to properly
administer the Government.

“Thus it is incumbent on a President at the end of his term to
again become a candidate for reelection even if he does not want to
and, in a measure, his party must renominate him even If he did not
want renomination. As a mater of fact, this condition of things has
practically established that the presidential service of a man is eight
years.

“ MUST EEEP IX FAYOR.

“This fact that the President must secure renomination and reelee-
tlon compels him so to conduct and warp his administrative pollcies
that he will remain in favor with the politicians who are to renominate
him and also to cater to the more transient popular sentiment. No
President since Washington that we know of has ever acted differemtly.
No man, as mankind goes, can be expected to be at his best under suc
condition of things. He may fairly be expected to be at his worst.
Poor human nature is not such that dents may be expected to
crucify themselves for the unappreciated welfare of their supporters.

* Representative Gaines, of Tenn has been making a historieal
study of the question of one term for Presidents, and ts out that
it was a live question with the convention that f the Constitu-

tion and has been under discussion a good part of the time since.

“ One of the greatest curses of American polities is the spolls sys-
tem. By means of their appointive power, from President down to
coroner, with a few exceptions, publie officials aspire to succeed them-
selves, and as soon as they are elected utilize the patronéﬁe of office
in order to for favors rendered in the past and to be ob-
tain ture. A President who was not by custom expected to
gecure a ‘vindieation'® by reelection would not be under compulsion to
use his afnpointlve gom in order to make himself secure st the
next nomination and election. In short, the one-term prineiple would
tend, as nothing else would tend, to eradicate the spoils system.

“ Now, then, what is to be dome? The Constitutlon of the United
Btates says concerning the term of the President: * He shall hold his
office during the term of four years.,’ In relation to the matter of
amendments the Constitution says:

“ ‘The Congress, whenever two-thirds of bhoth Houses shall deem it
necmag. shall propose amendments to this Constitution; or, on the

lication of the legislatures of two-thirds of the several hmtes. shall

1 a convention for the purpose of proposing amendments, which, in
either case, shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as part of the
Constitution, when ratified by the legislatures, three-fourths of the
several Btates, or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or
the other mode of ratification may be proposed by the éongreas.'

“TO APFEAL TO CONGRESS.

“ From this it will be seen that either the State legislatures or Con-
gress may initiate the proposition to amend the Constitution, The
practice generally has been for Congress to propose and submit amend-
ments to the several State legislatures. The same course pur-
sued in this case, and Congress will be asked to propose an amendment
making the gmsldent.tal term to be six years and the President ineligi-
ble to reelection.

“The endeavor of the National Pusiness League will be to make it
apparent to the Senators and Representatives in Congress that the
people actually desire that the proposed amendment be submitted to
the legislatures. If this fact can be demonstrated, there Is no doubt
that Con will hasten to comply with the demands of the public.
Ratification in the State legislatures will be br‘:’\:ﬁht about by the same
means. The responsiveness of our legislative es to the ds of
business interests are always prompt and ut.isfa.ctog.

“ More and more the welfare all the people becoming and is
understood to be wrapped up In and deﬁnﬂent upon business t{:osperity.
To make it manifest, theref that the business men of country
believe and demand a presidential term of six and no renomina-
tion of Presidents will be to assure the adoption of the amendment.
The arousal of the business interests of the count:r{,ult will be seen, is
the real, actual labor that is before the business tﬁ:
bave undertaken to pagate the amendment tgrﬂ should see to
it that those under them, those connected wi in business, thelr
club fellows, their friends and customers, are fully advised of the amend-
ment and its expected good results.”
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REFORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on the Judieciary, to
which was referred the bill (8. 8188) to amend section 113 of the
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi-
ciary, approved March 3, 1911, reported it without amendment.

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 27475) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil
War and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and
sailors of said war, reported it with amendments, and submitted
a report (No. 1164) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report (No.
1168), accompanied by a bill (8. 8314) granting pensions and
inecrease of pensions to certain seoldiers and sailors of the Civil
War and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors, the bill being a substitute for the following
Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee:

8. 602. Kate Brown. i

8. 630. James R. Haldeman.

8. 910. Mary Francis.

8. 923. Jane De Graw.

8.1012. Carrie Engberg.

8. 15672. Sarah E. McCann.

8.1843. Susan M. Sumner.

S8.1991. Mary J. Anderson.

8. 3079. John W. Anderson.

8. 3546. John 8. Rodgers.

. John G. Myers.

. Andrew J. Furry.

. Charles F. Cooken.
. William Robertson.
George W. Leslie.
William H. Weber.

. George Ketzler.
August Schurman.
Samuel J. Riley.

. William E. Huestis.
. Orlina M. Cadwell.
. George Warnick.

. Louis M. Lea.
Thomas F'. Stevens.
. Darwin Zeek.

. David F. Stewart.
Nathan Vanaman.

. Joseph Johnson.

. John N. Postlethwait.
. John Miller.

. John O, Branson.
Adam P. 8. Poisal.
Francis M. Hanes.

. John L. Skinner, jr.
. John P. Glenn.
William A. Stewart.
. William Turnbeaugh.
. Julia A. Snedeker.

. Martha R. Brown.
T038. Elias Redmon.

. George Moffatt.
7090. Kate F. Sage.

. Myra Van Winkle.

. Charles G. Glidden.
Clara V. King.
James Griffey.

. Sarah F. Boynton.
Emiles Pomeroy.
Fannie M. Page.

. Thomas Gannon.
Orlan A. Hibbs.
William H. Hall.

. William T. Francis.
Marshall D. House.
. Henry McClure.
Mary J. Wood.

. Ephraim Benedict Murphy, alias Ephraim Benedlet.
Jay Doty.

Lorenzo F. Nolan.
Erastus G. Cummings.,
Vietoria L. McHone.
. Margaret L. Thompson.
Daniel Hand.
Horace C. Webber.
Stanley H. Husted.
. Joseph Cassiday.

. William L. Sheaff.
Louis €. Emmett.
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8. 8158, Christian Bowman.

8. 8159, Stephen Collar.

&, 8160. Baxter Johhsom.

8. 8163, Mary E. Allen.

8. 8173. Georgiana Packard.

H, 8187. Josephine E. Miller,

8, 8201. Delia II Austin.

8. 8203. Wendell P. Hood.

§. 8206. Lucy Gamble.

S. 8208, Elizabeth Croft.

S. 8213, Stephen B. Johnson.

S. 8237, Ferdinand O. Tennison.

8. 8229, Thomas Moody.

8. 8240. Charles Belknap.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 4241) to en-
courage rifle practice and promote a patriotic spirit among the
citizens and youth of the United States, reported it with an
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1165) thereon.

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 110) to authorize the sale and
disposition of a portion of the surplus and unallotted lands
in Todd and Bennett Counties, in the Rosebud Indian Res-
ervation, in the State of South Dakota, and making appro-
priation and provision to ecarry the same into effect, reported
it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1166)
thereon.

YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK.

Mr. WORKS., From the Committee on Public Lands I
report back favorably without amendment the bill (8. 8279)
to amend an act approved October 1, 1800, entitled “An act to
set apart certain tracts of land in the State of California as
forest reservations,” and I submit a report (No. 1163) thereon.
I ask for the present consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for
the information of the Senate.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its
consideration.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

SOLDIERS' HOME AT SANTA AIONICA, CAL,

Mr, JONES. Under Senate resolution 1680 the Committee on

Military Affairs or a subcommittee thereof was directed to |

., make an investigation of the management of the Branch National

Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and Sailors at Santa Mon- |

iea, Cal. A subcommittee was appointed in pursuance of the
resolution and made the investigation and submitted its findings
and recommendations.

By direction of the full committee I submit the report of the
subcommittee (Rept. No. 1167), together with a bill to transfer
the Pacific Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer
Soldiers to the War Department, recommended by it. In doing

s0, I will state that the bill is reported with the recommendation |

of thie subcommittee for such action and consideration as the
Senate may desire to take upon it, and it is not to be under-
stood as being recommended by the full Committee on Military
Affairs. I ask that the bill be placed on the calendar.

The bill (8. 8297) to transfer the Pacific Branch of the Na-

-tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to the War Depart-

ment was read twice by its title.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair will take the lib-
erty of inguiring of the Senator from Washington whether the
bill should not be referred to the committee,

i Mr. JONES. The resolution directed the committee or a sub-
committee to report the facts and their findings to the Senate.
Under the peculiar language of the resolution, I think the bill
should go to the calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the
calendar,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimeus
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. SANDERS:

A bill (8. 8208) to provide for the enlargement of the Federal
building at Chattanooga, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

A bill (8. 8299) to amend section 9 of the act entitled “An
act to enable any State to cooperate with any other State or
States, or with the United States, for the protection of the water-
sheds of navigable streams and to appoint a commission for the
acquisition of lands for the purpose of conserving the naviga-
bility of navigable rivers,” approved March 1, 1011,

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. To what commiitee does the
Senator from Tennessee desire to have the bill referred?

Mr. SANDERS. The Committee on Commerce.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is disposed to
refer it to the Committee on Conservation of National Resources.
- Mr. SANDERS. It is really a water-power bill. I think it
should go to the Committee on Commetce, but I am not sure. |

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to
the Committee on Commerce,

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming:

A bill (8. 8300) to provide for the admission in evidence of
certificates of the heads of executive departments and inde-
pendent executive establishments to show the nonemployment of
persons brought to trial under section 32 of the act of March 4,
1900, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal
laws of the United States”; ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. OLIVER:

A Dbill (8. 8301) granting an increase of pension to Mary F.
Nichols (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. McLEAN:

A bill (8. 8302) to provide for the erection of a public build-
ing at Naugatuck, Conn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

A bill (8. 8303) granting an increase of pension to Sarah I.
Bentley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. GRONNA:

A Dbill (8. 8304) for the relief of Rodger Capletie; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JACKSON:

A bill (8. 8305) to promote and encourage the building of
modern public highways by granting aid thereto under certain
conditions; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

By Mr, GALLINGER :

A bill (8. 8308) to-amend an act entitled “An act to require
the erection of fire escapes in certain buildings in the District
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 19, 1006,
as amended by the act approved March 2, 1907; to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. PENROSE:

A bill (S. 8307) granting an increase of pension to Martha :l'.
Strayer (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
. Pensions,

i By Mr. MARTIN of Vlrg'hlia.

A bill (8. 8308) granting a pension to Joseph H. Mayo (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (S. 8309) granting an increase of pension to George W.
 Brown (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
. Pensions. 3
| By Mr. POINDEXTER:

i A bil (8. 8310) to authorize the construction of a bridge
'across the Pend Oreille River opposite the town of Newport,
| Wash.; to the Committee on Commerce.

| By Mr. WILLIAMS:

A bilk (8. 8311) providing for a menument to commemeorate
the services and sacrifices of the women of the country at the
time of the American Revolution (with aecompanying papers) ;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BANKHEAD:

A bill (8. 8312) for the purchase of a site and the erection
of a public building at the city of Union Springs, Ala.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CHILTON:

A bill (8. 8313) to provide for the erection of a public build-
ing at Williamson, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr. McLEAN submitfed an amendment providing for a sur-
vey to secure the increased depth of the harbor at Stamford,'
Conn,, intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor,
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Comunitiee on
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 1

Mr. OWEN submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Inferior to withdraw from the Treasury of the
United States $10,000 on deposit to the credit of the Creek In-
dians and pay it to the trustees of the Henry Kendall College,
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill,
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment aunthorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to make a per capita payment of $200 from the
tribal trust funds of the Seminole Indians to each individual
officially enrolled as a member of that tribe, ete, intended to

be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which
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was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered
to be printed.

He alsgo (for Mr. CiraMBerRLAIN) submitted an amendment
proposing to appropriate $10,000 for improving the Willamette
River, Oreg., infended to be proposed by him to the river and
harbor appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed,
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

Mr. O'GORMAN submitted an amendment providing for the
purchase of subsistence supplies for all vessels in harbor-boat
service not otherwise provided for, etc., intended to be pro-
posed by him to the Army appropriation bill, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be
printed.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona submitted an amendment proposing
to appropriate $£20,000 for the erection and completion of a hos-
pital building and equipment at Pima Agency, Ariz., intended
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to
be printed.

Mr, MARTIN of Virginia submitted an amendment proposing
to appropriate $60,000 for the purchase of not less than 600
acres of land convenient to the city of Washington, D. C., to be
used for target-practice purposes, intended to be proposed by
him to the Army appropriation bill, which was referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

Mr. RICIIARDSON submitted an amendment providing for a
survey of the Leipsic Rliver, Del., intended to be proposed by
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be
printed.

CONNECTICUT RIVER DAM.

Mr. JONES, I submit an amendment, intended to be proposed
by me, to the bill (8. 8033) to authorize the Connecticut River
Co. to relocate and construct a dam across the Connecticut
River, and so forth. I ask that it be read and lie on the table.

The proposed amendment was read and ordered to lie on the
table, as follows:

Amendment intended to be proposed &y;

8033) to authorize the Connectiut River Co. to relocate and construct a
dam across the Connecticut IRllver above the village of Windsor Locks,
in the State of Connectlent, viz: Strike out all of section 1 after the
;vorida “And provided further,” in line 19, page 2, and insert the fol-
owing :

e ie assent of Congress herein given shall not be complete and
operative until there shall be filed with the Becretary of War an agree-
ment signed by the said Connecticut River Co. and thoe&)roper aunthori-
ties of the State of Connecticut In which is recognized and acknowl-
edged the full anthority of the State of Connecticut to supervise, regu-
late, and control the rates to be charged hg sald company, its successors
and assigns, for the energy de\'clopetf ; and the right of sald State from
time to time to readjust such rates; and the right of sald State to super-
vise, regulate, and control said corporation, its successors or assigns, its
management, stocks, bonds, or evidences of indebtedness in such manner
as may be lprovlded from time to time by the laws of sald State; and
the right of said State to exact from sald corporation, its successors or
assigns, such annual charges as may be just and reasonable, taking into
account the amount spent and retiuirad to be sgent by sald corporation
in improving the navigation of sald river and the right of sald corpora-
tion to a reasonable return on the fair value of such dam and appur-
tenances, works and prof)erty, allowing for the cost of construction,
maintenance, and renewal.

PUNISHMENT OF MURDER IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. JONES submitted the following concurrent resolution (8.
Con. Res. 39), which was read, considered by unanimouns con-
sent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That the President be nested to return the bill (8. T162) to amend
section 801 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia.

HARBOR REGULATIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.
1072) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for the District
of Columbia, which were, on page 2, line 10, to strike out “ice,
?1‘-10“12." and insert “ or,” and on page 2, line 10, to sirike out “, or

as ”

Mr. JONES. T move that the Senate concur in the amend-
ments of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

IH. R. 23939, An act to legalize titles in the Distriet of Co-
lombia to certain citizens was read twice by its title and re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

H. R. 28180. An act making appropriations for the construc-
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers
and harbors, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, .

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR DAVIS.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to dis-

pose of a merely formal matter, Senate resolution 425, au-

Mr. JoNEs to the Dbill (S.

thorizing the Secretary of the Senate to pay the actual expenses
incurred by the committee attending the funeral of the late
Senator Jerr Davis, It will take only the time to read if.

There being no objection, the resolution was read, considered,
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Sccretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to Fay om the miscellaneous items of the con-
tingent fund of the Senate the actual and necessary expenses incurred
by the committee appointed by the President of the Senate pro tempore
in arranging for and attending the funeral of the late Senator JEry
Davis, from the State of Arkansas, vouchers for the same to be ap-

proved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenscs
of the Senate,

CONTRIBUTIONS FOR CAMI'AIGN PURPOSES.

Mr. JONES. T ask the Senate to consider Senate resolution
418, amending Senate resolution 79, in regard to the investiga-
tion of eampaign eontributions.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash-
ington asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of
the resolution named by him.

: The resolution was read, considered, and agreed to, as fol-
OWS:
Resolved, That Senate resolution 79, a%ree{] to August 26, 1912, be,

and the same is hereby, amended by inserting, on line 2, page 2, of said
resolution, after the word  eight,” the Words Novemberpﬁl.; 10i2."

PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. As a substitute for that motion, I
move that the Senate proceed with the consideration of House
bill 22871, to establish extemsion departments in connection
with agricultural colleges. i

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not in order
under the rule. The question is en the motion made by the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Currom].

Mr, CLARKE of Arkansas and Mr. SMITH of Georgia called
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered.

The Becretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin (when Mr. Bacox’s name was called).
I desire to state that the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Bacox] is detained at home by sickness in his family.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr.
StoNE]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr,
Massey]. I desire this anmouncement to stand on each vote
for the day. I vote “yea.”

Mr. THORNTON (when Mr. FosTer's name was ecalied). I
announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. Foster] on account
of jllness in his family, and ask that this aunouncement stand
for the day.

Mr. GARDNER (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. CrANE].
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gozrg]
and vote. I vofe “nay.”

Mr, KERN (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Braprzy]. I desire
to transfer that pair to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea]
and vote. I vote “nay.” :

Mr. OLIVER (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN],
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Boran] and will vote. I vote ““yea.”

Mr. PAYNTER (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. GUcGEN-
HEIM]. He seems not to have voted. I therefore withhold my
vote,

Mr. RICHARDSON (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the junior Senatlor from South Carolina
[Mr. Smrra]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Farr] and vote. I vote “yea.” I make this an-
nouncement to stand for the day.

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have n gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarp].
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox]
and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. TOWNSEND (when the name of Mr. Symita of Michigan
was called). The senior Senator from Michignn [Mr. Saririn]
is unavoidably absent from the city. I desire this statement to
stand for the day.

Mr., KERN (when the name of Mr. Syt of South Carolina
was called). I announce the unavoidable absence of the Sena-
tor from-South Carolina [Mr. Saritn] on account of illness.

While I am on my feet I desire to transfer my pair with the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Braprey] to the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Syita], instead of to the Senator from Tennes-
see [Mr, Leal, ag previously announced.



™

1913.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2211

AMr. WILLIAMS. T have a pair with the senier Senator from I

I transfer that pair to the Sena-

Penusylvania [Mr. Pexrose].
I vote “nay.”

tor from Maine [Mr. Jouxsox] and will vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. LIPPITT. I have a pair with the senior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. Leal. In his absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. SANDERS. I wish to announce the unavoidable absence
of the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Leal.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (after having voted in the affirmative).
I inquire if the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Treraran], with whom T am paired, has voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South
Carolina has not voted.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Then I will withdraw my vote, having
a general pair with that Senator.

Mr. BANKHEAD. On this question I have a pair with the
senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Bourse], who is absent from
the Chamber. I therefore withhold my vote.

Mr., OWEN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Kan-
sas [Mr. Corris] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]
and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the negative). I
desire to inguire if the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Poxt]
has voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that
that Senator has not voted.

Mr. CULBERSOXN. As I have a general pair with him, I
withdraw my vote.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I tfransfer my general pair with the
Senator from South Carelina [Mr. Tirnmax] to the Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. StepaENsox] and vote. I vote * yea.”

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (after having voted in the negative).
I voted upon entering the Chamber just now, but I am informed
that a pair had previously been transferred to me. I therefore
withdraw my vote.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, a moment ago I announced
my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEx®OSE]
and transferred it to the Senator from Maine [Mr. JoENsON],
who was not then present. I wish now to withdraw the trans-
fer, so as to give the Senator from Maine an opportunity to
vote, and also to withdraw my vote, and to stand.paired with
the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Under that statement I vote * nay.”

Mr. STEPHENSON enfered the Chamber, and voted in the
affirmative.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (after having voted in the afirmative).
The BSenator from Wisconsin [Mr. SterHENSox], to whom I
transferred my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Treiman], having voted, I withdraw my vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask that the
vote be again recapitulated, there having been several changes.

The Secretary recapitulated the vote.

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to inquire if the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. CHAMEBFREAIR] is paired?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no informa-
tion on the subject.

Mr. CULBERSON. The Chair eould probably secure it from
the Secretary.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr,
CHAMDERLAIN] i8 paired with me.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
it has Just been stated, is paired.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, a Senator sitting
by me squests that the name of the junior Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Orver] was called on the roll call. Is that a fact.

Mr. OLIVER. My name was called on the roll call, but I
transferred my pair with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr,
CHAMBERLAIN] fo the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram]
and voted.

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. Bourxe] is paired with the Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. BAxgHEAD], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
Brices] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Warsox], the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sarrra] is paired
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep], and the Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. WareeN] is paired with the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. FosTER].

The result was anneunced—yeas 31, nays 231, as follows:

The Senator from Oregon,

YEAS—31.
Brandegee Cummins MeCumber
Brown Gallinger McLean Smoot
Burnham Gamble Nelson Stgkausun
Burton Gronna Oliver Butherland
Catron Jackson Page Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Jones Perkims Wetmare
Crawford Kenyon Richardson Works
Cullom Lodge Root

NAYS—31.
Ashurst Hitcheock Myers Shively
Bristow Johnson Me. 0'Gorman Simmons
Johnston, Ala. Overman Smith, Ariz,
Chilton Johnston, Tex. Owen Smith, Ga.
Clarke, Ark, Kern Percy 8
Fletcher La Follette Perk Thomas
Gardner Martin, Va. Potuierter Thornton
Helskell Martine, N. J. Pomerene
NOT VOTING—33.
Bacon Culberson Lea Smith, 8. C.
Bankhead Curtis Lippitt Stone
Borah Dillingham Massey Tillman
Bourne Dixon Newlands Warren
Bradley du Pont Paynter Watson
Briggs Fall Penrose Williams
Chamberlain Foster Reed
Clapp ore Smith, Md.
Crane Guggenhelm Smith, Mich.

So the.Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of
execntive business.

AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DEPARTMENTS.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of House bill 22871, known as the agricultural
extension departments bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. L.
22871) to establish agricultural extension departments in con-

| nection with agricultural colleges in the several States receiv

the benefits of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and o
acts supplementary thereto.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree-
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont
[Mr, Pagel.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to suggest
to the Senate that it is exceedingly important to act to-day
upon this bill, togetber with the amendments thereto. To-
morrow we take up the constitutional amendment under unani-
mous consent, and following that the bill of the Senator from
Vermont (8. 3) would come up as an original proposition. The
friends of that measurs well understand that if it should be
passed independently of the House measure it would go to the
House, would be referred fo a committee, and there wonld be
practically no chance to pass any part of it at this session of
Congress. On the other hand, if we add to the House bill such
portions of the amendment of the Senator from Vermont as
we have perfected, the amendments would go at once to the
House with the House bill, and necessarily would receive cons
sideration. The House might decline to accept them immedi-
ately, and then a conference might be necessary. But before
the conference committee we would have an opportunity of
considering the amendments presented by the Senator from Ver-
mont and adopted by the Senate, and out of this conference we
could hope for legislation.

It is therefore exceedingly important to act on this measure
to-day, while the House bill is before the Senate, and before
Senate bill No. 8—the original bill of the Senator from Ver-
mont—is reached. It will be reached immediately following the
consideration of the constitutional amendment by unanimous
consent,

I want to suggest to the friends of the amendment offered by
the Senator from Vermont a few modifications of it. I wish
very much that the Senator from Vermont were in his place,
in order that we might have his consideration of these sugges-
tions.

Mr. PAGE entered the Chamber.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will take the liberty of repeating,
since the return of the Senator from Vermont, what I have just
said: It is exiremely important, if we are to pass any of the
provisions contained in the amendment of the Senator from
Vermont, that we should have action to-day, as to-morrow we
take up the constitutional amendment under unanimous con-
sent, and immediately following that the original bill of the
Senator from Vermont will come up. If we should act upon that
original bill, there would be no chance for legislation at this
session,

I think it unwise to send to the House, as an amendment to
the House bill, all of the provisions presented by the Senator
from Vermont., They involve an appropriation of $13,000,000.
They involve so much new matter that we could hardly hope to
cbtain for them thoughtful consideration. Yet if we should
take about three of them, instead of all six, and send them to
the House, there would not be such a velume of them as to almost
deter the mind from undertaking to consider them. If we
would take his section 11, making the appropriation to sec-
ondary schools that have established distinet industrial or
trades departments, and pass it, omitting section 10; if we
would take, then, his appropriation to agricultural high schools,
and pass it; if we would take his appropriation to normal
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schools, and pass it, those three simple and distinet proposi-
tions sent to the Ilouse could be readily brought to the at-
tention of Members of the House, and I think there would be
much more hope of accomplishing something.

I have been continuously working upon this matter whenever
I have had an opportunity; and I think we could make a few
amendments, by eliminating a part of the measure for the
present, and pass it. With those eliminations, I am ready to
vote for it, and I am ready to help try to pass it through the
House.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Georgia yield to the Senator from Vermont?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. PAGE. I shall be very glad, indeed, to have the valuable
assistance of the Senator from Georgia in perfecting my bill
in any way that seems to be right and best. Buft, as I look at
the matter now, it seems to me that the provisions had better
go through substantially as they appear in the original Page
biil, so ealled, and then, out of conference, we may be able to
get some resulfs, such as have been suggested by the Senator.
from Georgia.

I am informed that there will be a little further discussion
upon the bill this morning. Meanwhile I will give the matter
consideration, and I will see the Senator from Georgia promptly
about it.

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. I wish to give to the Senafe again,
very briefly, my criticisms upon the appropriation contained in
section 10.

It is not limited to schools that have industrial departments.
It would apply to over 13,000 schools. It would give only
about $600 to each school. It undertakes to give insiruetion in
agriculture, in the indusiries, in the trades, and in household
economics. I do not think anyone who has had experience with
the effort to introduce industrial and trades training in a high
school has failed to find that good work can not be accomplished
except where there is a distinet department devoted to the
work, with equipment and with appropriation sufficient really
to do something.

In the case of the work in the trades and the industries, you
require equipment with tools; you require separate rooms for
the instruction; you reguire a man especially trained, who is
skilled with his hands, and who also has sufficient mental equip-
ment to give the instruction. You can not put that kind of work
into a high school with one or two thousand dollars; and if you
tried it, your money would simply be wasted.

The Senator's second provision, No. 11, recognizes the dis-
tinetion between undertaking to introduce imlusuial and trades
work generally in high schools and undertaking to introduce it
only in those which are equipped for it, and it limits the appro-
priation to schools with a distinet department, where the amount
of expenditure will be sufficient to amount to something.

I speak so positively upon this subject becaunse I have seen
the experiment fried. For nearly 20 years I was actively con-
nected with the public schools of iy own city. We tried the ex-
periment of expending a small sum in each school to try to intro-
duce industrial and trades work., At the end of a couple of years
we were compelled to abandon it and to establish a distinet de-
pariment of industrial and trades work, with a distinet building
and with a mwuch larger appropriation. So far as I have been
able to learn. praciically all edueators who have been enlisted in
behalf of trades and industrial work give the same report—that
the money is wasted when you undertake to add it to a high
school without reference to the preparedness of the high school
for the work. Not only is it wasted, but it interferes with the
regular work of the high school, damaging that which has been
already done without introducing any new, substantial work of
real value.

Mr. President, T move to sirike from the amendment of the
Senator from Vermont section 10.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia
proposes an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from
Vermont, which will be stated by the Secretary.

The SecreTArRY. It is proposed to strike out section 10.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
Georgia has forgotten that section 10 has been already stricken
ont.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia.
placed in the amendment.

Mr. CUMMINS. What was formerly section 3 has been sub-
stituted for the original section 10.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. Yes; that is now section 10.

“‘Mr., CUMMINS. While I am on my feet, T desire to say that
there is a great deal of force in what the Senator from Georgia
has saild. I prefer the old section 3 to section 10, as proposed

A substitute for section 10 has been

by the Senator from Vermont, but I would not anticipate great
results from either section. While I intend to follow the Sena-
tor from Vermont in this matter, frankness compels me to say
that I think the value of his inll lies in otlher provisions in it
rather than in section 3.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to say to the Senator that
I have made up my mind to support section 11. I am going to
support it and vote for it.

Mr. CUMMINS. But of course section 10 has been a!lmdy
stricken out of the amendment.

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. I am referring to the substituted
section, which is the original section 3. I am seeking to direct
the bill to the high school that bas an industrial department,
as contained in section 11, instead of undertaking to make an
appropriation to a high school which has no industrial depart-
ment, If we could get it, I would put the whole $6,000,000 into
section 11 rather than to have three millions of it in section 3
and three millions of it in section 11, because from section 11
we will really get results.

AMr. CUMMINS. I have some objections, however, to the
present form of section 11. I agree, however, that little can be
done, under the provisions of this bill, in the general high
schools of the country. But I do not think the provision should
be so severe with regard to those high schools that have a
department for instruction in the trades and industries and
home economics. But I will refer to that later on.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, if I correctly understand the situ-
ation, the provision which the Senator from Georgia seeks fo
have placed in the bill is the same section that was stricken
out on the motion of the Senator from Iowa. The Senate hav-
ing passed upon that matter affirmatively, I hardly feel as
though I could properly consent to a change now, and to a
reversal of the action of the Senate, under the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I understood the effect of the action
of the Senate to be to substitute original section 3 for section 10
as the Senator from Vermont brought it in. I did not under-
stand the action of the Senate to be a final determination that
it wonld even retain section 3 as section 10. It was to the con-
sideration of the advisability of concentrating our efforts on
section 11, and giving what we give for industrial and trades
work to schoo]s where they have a distinet depariment for such
work, that I was addressing mysclf before the Senate.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, may I inguire what is the
amendment proposed by the Senator from tieorgin?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator
from Georgia is to strike out section 10 from the amendment
of the Senator from Vermont as amended.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I had not intended to make
any observations upon this particular section of the bill. If,
however, we are to take for granted everything that has been
said here in regard to this particular secclion, then farming
is indeed a limited industry.

I am somewhat surprised to hear Senators say that they are
opposed to the provision for vocational education and instrue-
tion in the trades and industries and home economics because
it would not better the conditions on the farm. Does any,
Senator mean to say that the farmer has not as mnch use for
a voecational education or special trainiug in (he trades and
home economics as those engaged in any other industry? The
farmer has as much use for the {rade of blacksmith or car-
penter or harness maker as any cf the persons engaged in
those trades in the cities.

I should like to have some of these “farmers” who come
from the large cities tell me what work is to be done on a
farm. I have not opposed the passage of the so-called House
bill. I am not saying now that I intend to oppose the passage
of the House bill. But it seems to me that the farmer in the
large city is more interested in the passage of this measure
than are the real farmers who live on their farms,

Are we expending these millions of dollars merely for the
benefit of the farmer? Have we a right to fake the money,
from the Treasury of the United Siates for the sole purpose
of helping the farmer? Is it the belief of any Senator that
the provisions of this bill will accomplish that very purpose?

Mr. President, you can not name a single trade embodied in
this measure offered by the Senator from Vermont but what the
farmer has as much use for it and it is of as much henefit to
the farmer as it is for him to take hold of the plow handle and
plow the ground.

Farming has indeed become very limited in its scope if noth-
ing more is required of those engaged in it than the mere knowl-
edge of knowing how to hiandle the shovel and the plow., You
tell me that farming is the greatest industry in the world.
I say yes; perhaps I ought not to say it, becanse I am 0 prac-
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tical farmer, but I wish to say to you, sir, that the business of
farming does not consist of such a limited scope as some would
have us fo believe. In my judgment the provisions in the bill
now offered by the Senator from Vermont would ultimately be
of great benefit and a great blessing not only to those engaged
in the vocations and trades, but te farmers and to mankind. ;

Are we to make an appropriation for the farmer fo feach him
how to held the plow or how to swing the ax? Do you suppose
that that is the only thing to be done on a farm?

Mr, President, I am perhaps as much interested in this ineas-
ure as any man can be, but I confess I am less enthuslastie over
it than are some of the farmers in the big cities. It is not as
important to teach the farmer how to produce crops as it is to
find him a market for his products or to reduce the cost of pro-
duetion so that his industry will yield him a profit. The State
which I have the honor, in part, to represent produced more
than 150,000,000 bushels of wheat in 1012, That, sir, is an indi-
cation, so far as production is concerned, that the farmer in my
State needs no speeial teaching in that line. I am not objecting,
however, to any measure that will aid people in other secllmfs
of the country where they have not learned to farm as we have
learned it in North Dakota.

Mr. President, to show to the Senate that the statement I
have just made should receive some consideration, I wish fo
quote from the agricultural expert who has just made his first
report of what is known as the Better Farming Association of
North Dakota. Mr. Thomas P, Cooper, who, I understand, has
been emploved by the Federal Government, has this to say on
that particaular point:

The problems of the nFricu!mrnl sections of the State are to a great
extent cconomic and social rather than the immediate question of pro-
duction. Under the systems of farming which have been developed the
North Dakota farmer has become expert in the production of the small
grains cheaply. Farmers generally are well acquainted with the methods
of agriculture whiech will enable them to produee crops. They are not
familiar, however, with the methods of farm management required under
other systems of farming or where new crops and live stock are to be
used. Much additional knowledge is necessary.

The fundamental problem, then, consists in arousing action among
farmers and the public to such an extent that new systems of farming,
new crops, and live stock will be generally adopted. This neccessliates
the creation of a new sentiment toward our farm lands and toward the
farm as a permancnt source of wealth and of income, Br!eﬂ{. the basic
agricultural problems confronting the work of this assoclation may be
clnssified as, first, the maintenance of the fertility of the soil, invelving
new cropping systems and the use of live stock ; second, the introduction
and general use of new economic crops, such as clovers, alfalfa, winter
grains, and cord; third—

And, Mr. President, I think this should have been first—
Third, the business reorganization of the farm for greater profits.

1f you want to help the farmer in his condition, make it pos-
sible for him fo receive a greater remuneration from what he
produces. Will any Senaior tell me that if farming were as
profitable as other industries we would experience any difficulty
in getting more people on the farms? In that respect farming
has not been a profitable business.

I wish to quote briefly from a special message of Theodore
Roosevelt, sent to the Senate February 9, 1909, upon this sub-
ject:

Yei farming does not yleld either the Ipro{it or the satisfaction that
it ought to yield and may be made to yield.

The special commission appointed to make a report on the
condition of country life has this to say:
(A) STATEMENT OF THE GENERAL FARM FROBLEM.

The farm labor problem, however, is complicated by several special
conditlons, such as the fact that the need for labor is not continuous,
the lack of conveniences of living for the laborer, long hours, the want
of companionship, and in some places the apparently low wages. Be-
cause of these conditions the necessary drift of workmen is from the
open country to the town. On the part of the employer the problem
is complicated by the difficulty of securing Tlabor, even at rela-
tively high prices now prevalling, that 1s eompetent to handle modern
farm machinery and to ecare for live stock and to handle the special
work of the improved dairy. It is further complicated in all parts of
the country by the competition of railroads, mines, and factories, which,
by reason of shorter hours, apparently higher pay, and the opportunities
for roclal diversion and often of dissipation, attract the native farm
hand to the towns and cities.

The difficulty of securing good labor is so great in many parts of
the country that farmers are driven to dis of their farms, leaving
their land to be worked on shares by more or less irresponsible tenants,
or selling them outright, often to foreigmers. All absentee and proxy
farming (which seems to be increasing) creates serious soclal problems
in the regions thus affected. There is not sufficient labor available
in the country to enable us to farm our lands under ?reseut systems
of agriculture and to develop our institutions effectively. Our native
labor supply could be h increased by such hygienic measures as
would lessen the unnecessary death rate among country children and
insure better health to workmen.,

So long as the labor supply is not equal to the demand the country
can not compete with the town in securing labor. The coun must
lrm::tlmc essential conditions offered by the town or change the d of
arming.

The most marked reaction to the labor difficulty is the change in
modes of farm management, whereby farming is slowly adapting itself
to the situation. In some cases this change is in the nature of more
intensive and businesslike methods whereby the farmer becomes able
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to secure a better class of labor and to employ it more continuously.
More m;gutmly. however, the change is in the nature of a simplifica-
tion of the business and a less full and active farm life. In the sod
nﬁl«ms of the Northeast the tendency is toward a simple or even a
primitive nature farming, with the maximum of grazing and meadow
and the minimum of hand labor. In many States the more difficult
lands are being glven up and machinery farming is extending. This
results in an unequal development of the country as a whole, with a
marked shift in the social equilibrium. The only real solution of the
gll;csent labor problem must lie in improved methods of fm'mlnF. ese
rovements will be forced by the Inevitable depletion of soll fertility
under any and all one-crop sgstcms in ever_Y part of the country, and
realized by the adoption on the part of Intelligent, progressive farmers
of a rotation of crops and a system of hus ndrcg that will enable
them to employ thelr labor by the year and ther secure -a higher
type of workman by providing him a home with all its appurtenances.
he develcgment of local industries will also contribute to the solution
of the problem.
The excessive hours of labor on farms must be shortened.

Anyone who has had experience in farming will know that
farming has not been a profitable business,

But you tell me, sir, that we are going to help the farmer
now and show him how he can increase production. Of course,
we all welcome the assistance to an education which will belp
us to grow two blades where one grew before. We are all in favor
of teaching the farmer to be able to produce more on the same
number of acres than he has produced before. But I want to
say that with the intensified farming greater production means
an inereasged cost in farming. It is not because the farmer does
not know how to produce larger crops and increase the yield
on the farm, but it is because the profit he receives from his
farm does not enable him to employ the labor that is necessary
to produce that larger yield. It is for that reason and for that
reason alone that we are unable to produce as much per acre
in the United States as they are producing in foreign countries.
We pay higher prices for labor than they do in Europe. We
are confronted with the same conditions in the business of farm-
ing that other industries of this country have to experience,
in that of paying higher wages. During the busy season of the
year d;.re have paid for the commonest kind of labor $3.50 to §4
per day.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield fo the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. GRONNA. With pleasure.

Mr. BRISTOW. I am very much inferested in the Senator’s
suggestion that the farmer is confronted with the same wage
problem that the industries are in the industrial centers. Does
not the Senator think that it is a much greater problem for the
farmer? Does he not have to pay much higher wages in pro-
portion than are paid in the industries, because of the inclina-
tion of FEuropean immigrants to go to cities and not to go to the
country ?

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I think that is true, although
I do not want anyone to take my judgment on that. I only
know what we have to pay on the farm. I do not know what
has to be paid by other Industries.

Mr, ROOT. May I ask a question of the Senator?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. GRONNA. I am very glad to yield.

Mr. ROOT. I do not know whether it is a fact in the Sena-
tor’s part of the country, but it is in mine, that the one trouble
about the wage question with the farmer is that there is a very |
short period during the year, under our method of conducting
a farm, during which a large amount of help is needed. It is
very difficult to get help where you can employ a man only a
couple of months; it is only the chance, floating fellow that
you can pick up. Where you can give a man but two months'
employment or three months' employment during the year, and
nothing for nine months, of course you have a much smaller
supply and poorer material, and you have to pay higher wages.

It has seemed fo me in studying the farm problems in cefi-
tral and northern New York, under conditions which prevail
over a considerable part of the country certainly, that one very
important thing is that there shall be suggested and taught to
farmers, particularly to the small farmers, a method of utiliz-
ing their farms so that the need for employment will come
along at one time after another and run during the greater part
of the year. It certainly is under some conditions possible to
bring about an equalization of requirement for labor instead
of having a very high requirement at one time during the year
and not during the remainder. Does not the Senator think
something useful might be done in that direction?

Mr. GRONNA. I want to thank the distingunished Senator
from New York for making the observation. It is absolutely
true, as he has stated, and the condition in my State is exactly
as he has stated. But, Mr. President, the provision of this bill
is that 75 per cent of the money which we are now appropriat-
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ing shall be nsed absolutely for field tests. If the provisions of
the Lever bill were such that we could use this appropriation
in educating the farmers to change the present methods of
farming and thereby change present conditions, to give in-
structions how to grow new crops, how to change the farm
from a grain farm to a dairy farm, then, Mr. President, I
should have nothing to say in opposition to taking 75 per cent
of this entire appropriation for that work.

We grow certain crops and have become, so to speak, special-
ists in producing them. e want to get away from that idea
of growing but one kind of a crop, and the bill proposed by the
Senator from Vermont will in a large measure help the agri-
cultural interests in that way. We want more prosperity and
fewer hobos. We are sick and tired of feeding and employing
the large population of hobos that come from the cities that we
necessarily have been employing during the summer months,
They are not fit to perform the labor that is to be performed on
the farm; they know no more about the business of farming
than the farmer as a class knows about the profession of the
law; they are incapable of performing their work in a satis-
factory manner to the farmer or to those who employ them.
But, sir, teach them vocations and trades and then let them
come to our part of the country, and although we may have to
pay them jusi as high wages as we are paying them now, they
will be able to perform their work in a better way. You will
have increased the efliciency of those men, for they have been
taught how to perform labor.

The condition in the country in the rural districts is such
that it is absolutely impossible to get competent labor on the
farm. Why, €ir, it is necessary for those who own their farms
to work from 12 to 18 hours per day; and the necessary labor
can not be had. It goes to show two things—first, that the
business of farming is not profitable, and, secondly, that labor can
not be had. You tell me the farmer has been very successful.
Yes; he has been successful, because his land has increased in
value. But take the farmer as a class, take his business as a
producer, aillow him reasonable wages for his work, and I say
without fear of successful contradiction that within the last
two decades farming has not been a profitable business.

I believe, sir, that the amendment offered by the Senator
from Vermont should have serious consideration. It may be
that certain changes should be made in the measure, but I do
not want to see it voted down simply on sentiment.

Neither do I want to let the so-called House bill pass with-
out calling attention to the fact. I want the Recorp to show,
if you please, that this legislation is not asked for by the
farmer. I am not here to oppose it because the farmer does
not ask for it. I am not here simply for the purpose of repre-
senting the farmer. I am here to help to the best of my ability
each and every industry of the United States, but I do not want
it to be understood that in the appropriation of this large
amount of money you are simply appropriating it for the
farmer, because you are not, and you know that you are not.
I do not want the name of the farmer conjured with right here
to help along other industries. I am willing to help other in-
dustries, as I have said, but let us do it upon their merits, or
let us oppose them upon their demerits.

Mr. President, I have received a newspaper printed in my
State, and I found in that paper the synopsis of a speech deliv-
ered by the president of our agricnltural college, a most splendid
man, 4 learned man, & man of great ability and with splendid
education and experience in farming. He has this to say:

Good farming fs the best insurance against crop failure. Farming

is a business. It requires a better business head, a man of broader
vision, to farm secientifically than to practice in any other profession,

That is a statement said to have béen made by President

Worst, of the Agricultural College of North Dakota.
* Mr, President, if this is true, why should we look upon this
matter in such a narrow way? Why should we look upon this
industry as one that is being carried on by a lot of uneducated,
ignorant men, who do not know any more than just how to
hiold the plow? I believe, sir, that if we pass the so-called Lever
bill we should change the section of the bill which provides that
three-fourths of this appropriation shall be used for field tests.
I do not remember if the appropriation is contained in the first
section. I will ask the SBenator from Georgia in what section is
embodied the provision that 75 per cent of the appropriation
shall be used for field tests?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think that is the third section.
That was a provision put on in the other House, the Senator
will remember. That was not in the original bill as I introduced
it in the Senate.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, that is the very reason why I
am making these few observations, in the hope that those Sema-

tors who are present to hear me will be willing to kelp me in
changing that provision.

TFor years, Mr. President, we have been trying to change our
methods of farming, and right here is a provision taking 75 per
cent of the entire appropriation to be used for something that
the farmer is trying to get away from.

It is not true that there is a shortage of farm products in
this country; it is not true that the high cost of living is due
to the high prices of agricultural products. In my town we
have as good a market as can be found anywhere in the western
country, and yet last fall we were compelled to sell our wheat
as low as 67 cents per bushel; we had to sell our oats at 20
cents per bushel; we received from 80 to 32 cents per bushel
for barley, and I presume that those who drink beer pay the
same price as heretofore to those patriotic brewers who were
here about a year ago and who were making such clamor all
over the country against the high cost of living. I suppose
that they are receiving the same amount for thelr beer now that
they did when they paid $1.54 per bushel for barley. The other
day, going through the ecity of Minneapolis, I stepped into a
grocery store and asked the grocer, whom I have known for
more than 80 years, a man who is still in that business, what
reduction, if any, had been made in the price of cereals. To
my astonishment I found that, with oats at 20 cents per bushel,
Quaker Oats in packages were selling at the same price that
they were when we received 52 cents per bushel—not a redne-
tion of a single cent. I found, to my surprise, that Corn Flakes,
Pettijohn's Breakfast Food—in fact, all the cereals—are selling
at the same price now that they were a year ago, when the
price of grain was double what it is to-day; and yet the people
in the cities believe, and honestly so, that the high prices paid
for the farm products is the cause of the high cost of living.

If you want to help the farmer, if you want to help the people
of the country, do something for them that will aid distribution.
If those of you who live in the cities and are complaining
because of the high cost of living will help us to devise some
method whereby we can distribute all this immense amount of
products that are now going to waste, you will be benefited ; you
will get your products at a lower cost, and the farmer will get a
fair and reasonable price for the products of his labor.

Mr. President, the matter of greatest importance to the
farmer and to the country is not in showing the farmer how
to farm, but the great question before the country, so far as
agriculture is concerned and so far as the comfort and enjoy-
ment of the people who depend upon the farming industry are
concerned, is how to develop methods whereby the farmer can
receive a fair price for his products, and to facilitate distribu-
tion in such a way that the public may receive the products of
the farm at reasonable prices.

Millions of bushels of vegetables go to decay in certain see-
tions of our country, while in other sections the public is
hungry for them. In my State, North Dakota, thousands
and thousands of acres of potatoes were not dug, but were left
in the ground for fertilizer. Because they were selling at prices
that would not pay for the labor, there would have been an
absolute loss in taking them out of the ground, and so they,
were left there to decay. At the same time I found right here
in the city of Washington that potatoes were selling for $1.10
a bushel, although in North Dakota we could not receive 15
to 25 cents a bushel; yet the farmer is being charged with
direct responsibility for the high cost of living.

Ah, Mr. President, this is a serious proposition. T want, so
far as I am able, to convince the Senate that it is not true that
there is a scarcity of farm products in the United States. It is
not true, sir, that the farmer is the cause, directly or indirectly,
of the high cost of living.

Mr. President, it was with reluctance and a good dea? of hesi-
tancy that I began to make these observations upon this bill,
In the first place, I know the meaning of the bill; I inow, sir.
that there is a powerful element back of it. Every banker in

the cities, in the towns, and in the villages is demanding or ask-
I am not going to say that they,

ing for the passage of the bill.
misunderstand it, but I am going to say that if they understood
the provisions of this bill as I understand them they wonld
not be so enthusiastic as they are in favor of its passage.

I am not willing to let it go unchallenged; I am not willing to
have it said that we are passing a measure just for the benefit
of the farmer. It would not be fair to the country to pass any,
measure that would benefit one industry at the expense of an-
other ; but I believe, sir, that if you want to do something for
the country you must commence to educate the boy and the girl.
It is too late to educate the old farmer. His mind is settled,
his ideas are fixed, and you will not meet with very great suc-
cess in going upon his farm and making field tests to show him
how he will be better able to produce more grain per acre.
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If you want to help ihe people of the United States you will
accept the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. Paci], because that is a measure wide enough in its scope
to benefit not only one industry, but every industry in the
United States. Oh, you may tell me that there is no necessity
for voeational education or for instruction in the trades and
home economics. Are you going to deny the farmer's daughter
the opportunity of getting an education in home economics?
Are you going to deny to the children of the men-of the cities
the right to receive some instruction in the trades and in the
vocations which are absolutely necessary to carry on the great
industries of this country? I care not where these men may be
located or where they may live, when yon have taken their boys
or their girls and given them an education in the voeations, in
the trades, or in home economics, you have increased their
efficiency, you have done something for the people of our country.

The Senator from Georgia is perhaps as well qualified to talk
upon this subject as any man in the Senate. I have not tried,
Mr. President, to express any theory of my own or to advance
any new philosophy. I have simply called attention to a few
facts which are practical in everyday life. I desire to repeat,
in order to emphasize the fact, that there is as much need for
vocational education and knowledge of the trades on the farm
as anywhere else on earth, because the farmer, to be successful,
must at least have some one in his family or some one on his
farm who has knowledge and ability as a blacksmith, as a car-
penter, and as a harness maker.

The farmer's wife certainly is expected to understand her
duties as a housewife, and she has the absolute right to instrue-
tion in home economics as much as anyone else:

I did not expect to take up so much of the time of the Senate.
The Senator from ITowa [Mr. KeNnyon] reminds me, however,
of something I have overlooked—that it is as difficult, and more
s0, to get servants to help do the housework as it is to get
laborers to do the work on the farm. Farmers who are getting
along in years and who find it difficult—and they all find it
difficult—to have the work done on the farm, are anxious to
sell their farms, not because they do not love farm work—be-
cause it is a delightful work if you are not worked too hard—
but because it is impossible, under existing conditions, to take
any recreation and enjoy the pleasure that every man and wo-
man is entitled to whether in the city or in the country. It is
impossible to get service elther in the house or upon the farm.

For these reasons, Mr. President, if we are to pass a bill at
all, I ask Senators to cousider the amendment offered by the
Senator from Vermont upon its merits, and if they do, I believe
they will incorporate it in the House bill or accept it in place
of the IHouse bill.

Mr. SANDERS. DMr. President, agricultural education and
education in the trades should go hand in hand. They are of
equal importance. Our way of living in this day leads us to
interchange the labor of the city and the labor of the country,
both in the matter of seasons and in the effort to better condi-
tions, Sometimes it drifts toward the country and sometimes
toward the city. Our smaller places throughout the country
are getting to be manufacturing places as well as the cities.
So we have industrial pursuits and agricultural pursuits all
mixed up, and there is no reason why they should not be treated
upon a par.

I am therefore in favor of providing for education in the
trades as well as for education in agriculture, both at the same
time and in the same way.

There is another thing that is sometimes overlooked. That
is that farming is no longer a matter of everyday drudgery.
Farming to-day is done by machinery; and there is nothing so
much needed on the farm to-day to make it profitable and to
make farm life tolerable as that the farm people shall be edu-
ciated in the trades.

Take the matter of engineering, for instance. It might be
thought that that would never be practiced except in the cities.
But to-day the traction engine is going all over the country,
it is taking the place of the horse, and engineers are wanted
everywhere,

Take the milling of the country. Not very far back it was
confined to the cities and to places that had water power and
to places where it was convenient to build steam mills. Now-
adays the power is furnished by gasoline engines, which are
being sold literally by the million to go to all parts of the
counntry. It is necessary to have men who are skilled in the
trades not only to operate those engines, but to operate all of
the subsidiary machinery that goes with them.

So I think what we should do, Mr. President, is to adopt the
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, and to pass
it and the so-called Lever bill at the same time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment of the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North
Dakota suggests the absence of a quornm. The Secretary will
call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Gallinger MecLean Sanders
Bankhead Gamble Martine, N. J, Simmons
Bradley Gardner Nelson Smith, Ariz,
Brandegee Gronna Newlands Smith, Ga,
Bristow Guggenheim Ollver Smoot
Brown Hitcheock Overman Stephenson
Bryan Jackson Owen Swanson
Burnham Johnson, Me. Page Thomas
Catron Johuston, Ala. Paynter Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Jones Percy . Wetmore
Clarke, Ark. Kenyon ’ Perkins . Williams
Crawford Kern Perky Works
Cullom Lippitt Pomerene

Dillingham I‘o@e Richardson

Fletcher McCumber Root

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the call of the roll 57
Senators have answered to their names. A quorum of the Sen-
ate is present. The question is on the motion of the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. SaatH] to strike out section 10 of the pro-
posed amendment.

Mr. GRONNA. On that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I hope the amendment offered by
the Senator from Georgia will not prevail.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on the
amendment of the Senator from Georgia.

The Secrefary proceeded to eall the roll.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). In the ab-
sence of the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]
from the city I transfer my pair with that Senator to the Sena-
tor from New Mexico [Mr. Farr] and vote “nay.”

Mr. GARDNER (when his name was called).. Notwith-
standing my pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
CRAN}E;] I am at liberty to vote on this proposition. I vote
w“ my.

Mr. LIPPITT (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea], and
in his absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. OLIVER (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN].
Not knowing how he would vote upon this guestion I withhold
my vote.

Mr. RICHARDSON (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Syrri] and withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote I
would vote * nay.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when hig name was called). I wish to an-
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Pexrose], and therefore I withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, SIMMONS (after having voted in the negative). I am
paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapr], but I
transfer that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox],
and let my vote stand.

Mr., CUMMINS. The junior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
CHAMBERLAIN] is absent from the Senate on public business.

Mr. BANKHEAD (after having voted in the affirmative). I
am paired with the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. BoursE],
who is absent on business of the Senate, and I withdraw my
vote. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (after Mr. GArniNeer had
voted in the negative). The present occupant of the chair is
paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. O’Gogarax].
As that Senator has not voted, the vote is withdrawn.

The result was announced, yeas 12, nays 44, as follows:

YEAS—12,
Ashurst Burton Perky Smith, Ariz,
Bryan Heiskell Pomerene Smith, Ga.
Burnham MeCumber Root - Thomas

NAYB—44,
Bradley Dixon Kern Perkins
Brandegee Fletcher Lodge Sanders
Bristow Gamble MecLean Simmons
Brown Gardner Martin, Va Smoot
Catron  ~ “Grouna Martine, N. J Stephenson
Clark, Wyo. Gutgienhclm Nelson Sutherland
Clarke, Ark, Hitcheock Newlands Swanson
Crawford Johnson, Me. Overman Thornton
Cullom Johnston, Ala. Pnge Townsend
Cummins - Jones Paynter Wetmore
Dillingham Kenyon Percy Works
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n NOT VOTING—39, "5~

Bacon Cartis Lippitt iy Bhively
Bankhead du Pont Massey } Smith, Md.
Borah Fall 3 Myers Smith, Mich,
Bourne Foster O'Gorman Bmith, 8. C,
Briges Gallinger Oliver Stone
Chamberlain Gare - Owen " Tillman 5
Chilton Jackson Penrose - Warren
Clapp Johnston, Tex. Poindextor Waison
Crane = || La Follette Reed ~.  Willlams
Culberson Lea Richardson

So the amendment of Mr. SaiTn of Georgia to the amendment
was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon
agreeing to the amendment in the nature of a substitute.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. On page 16, of section 21, I move to
strike out, beginning at the middle of line 15, the balance of
section 21.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
stated.

The SecreTARY. On page 16, line 15, after the numerals and
the semicolon, strike out the remainder of the section in the
Tollowing words: :

But the total number of such agricultural high schools in any State
shall not be less than 1 for each 15 covnties nor more than 1 for each
5 counties or fraction of 5 counties. Any such h school
shall be open to admission without tuition charges and upon the same
conditions to all persons qualified as herein provided residing
in the district in which such school is located; but such school ma
be supporied and controlled by the Btate, or by the district in whi
it is located, or by a portion thereof.

Alr. PAGE. My, President, I hope the amendment may not
prevail.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. My, President, I wish to state why
I think it is important that this amendment should prevail.
The provision that I move to strike out undertakes to limit the
size of the territory in which these high schools shall exist.
It says that in no case shall there be less than 5 counties and
in no case shall there be more than 15 counties. I think the
authorities of the State ought to be allowed to determine the
size of the territory covered by an agricultural high school.

The only effect of the amendment to strike out is to leave
the size of the territory in which the agriculfural high schools
are to exist to the authorities of the State. I can not see any
advantage in undertaking to determine it ourselves by counties.
Some counties are very large and other counties are very
small. Some States have very small counties and other States
have very large counties. To say that no high school, no mat-
ter how small the counties, shall have over 15 counties, and that
no high school, no matter how large the counties, should have
less than O counties, it seems to me is an unnecessary inter-
ference with the plan of location of the high schools.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from
Goorgin please suspend for a moment? The hour of 2 o'clock
having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 78) proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States.

Mr. WORKS. I ask that the unfinished business be tem-
porarily laid aside. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Califor-
nia asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may
be temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears
none. The Senator from Georgia will proceed.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The object of my motion is to free
{lie bill from that objection. It does not in any sense lessen
the appropriation for the agricultural high schools. It lets
the agricultural high schools stand exactly upon the plan the
bill provides, but it removes the limitations as to territory.

My, HITCHCOCE, I understood the amendment as read
by the Secretary to include also the last sentence of the sec-
tion. Iessibly that was a mistake.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin., That was a mistake. It is to strike
out all down to the word * but.”

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I should like to have the amendment
stated again from the desk, so that we may know exactly what
is proposed (o be siricken out.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
will be read.

The Secrerary. On page 16, line 16, after the numerals and
the secmicolon, strike out down to and including the word
“Jocated ” and the semicolon on line 23 in the following words:

But the total number of such agricultnral high schools in any
- Btate shall not be less than one for each 13 countics nor more than
one for each § counties or fraction counties. ¥ such
agricultural high schools shall be open 1o admission without tuition
charges and upon the same conditions to all persons otherwise gualified
im I;;d-rei.n provided residing in the district in which such school is
oca

The amendment will be

The proposed amendment

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I do not wish to take the time
of the Senate for one minute on this matter. I will simply
say that this bill has been submitted to the different States,
and 35 of the different States have said that they approve this
feature of ithe bill, or they have really approved the bill and
have not objected to this feature.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Scnator from Georgia [Mr,
Saara] to ‘the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment in the nature of a substitute submitted by the Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. PAGE. I now wish to withdraw that amendment with
the consent of the Senate. May I be permitted to do so?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment having been
amended, it wonld not be in order.

Mr. PAGE. T give notice that when the bill comes into the
Senate I shall move to strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert the Page bill in its entirety,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Sepnator from Vermont as a
substitute.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no further amendments be
proposed as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported
to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur-
ring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. PAGE. I now move in the Senate, instead of the amend-
ments as reported by the Committee of the Whole, to strike out
all after the enacting claube and insert the Page bill in its
entirety.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr, President, I think that is a great
mistake on the part of the Senator from Vermont. I hardly
think it is treating justly those who have helped make this
measure. He came in himself with the House bill ; we perfected
the House bill, and we put in the essence of his bill which was
not contained in the House bill as an amendment to the Hounse
bill. Now, he goes back to his bill No. 3, abandons the amend-
ments that we have just adopted, abandons the bill that we have
adopted as in Committee of the Whole, and asks us to strike
out the measure that we have perfected as in Committee of the
Whole. :

I only desire to let the Senate understand what his motion is,
and upon agreeing to it I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from
Vermont will not press that amendment. I feel it is hardly
just to those who have supported his proposed measure who are
friends of the Lever bill and who assumed from statements he
made that he was willing to accept the Lever bill as a part of his
own measure. I certainly have acted upon the theory that the
Senator from Vermont was willing to incorporate his bill and
the Lever bill in one measure, and now to make a change at this
time it seems to me is not wise and it is hardly just.

Mr, PAGE. Mr. President, I wish to say that on the 17th
day of January I made a motion to amend. After I had made
that motion the Senator from Georgia came to me and asked
me if we conld not reach some compromise. It almost took
my breath away when he came, and I said——

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to correct the Benafor. I
did not ask the Senator to make a compromise.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I will retract what I said. I
will say that I stood upon the other side of the Chamber and
the Senator came to me, and that is what I understood him to
say. I said, “Senator, I am very happy indeed to do this, be-
cause my friends on this side have urged me to make some
compromise with Senator Syirm. I will meet you at your house
and we will see if we can not agree upon some compromise.”
I did so, and when I came back into the Senate imagine my
surprise when I found that that compromise had not been un-
derstood by the Senator from Georgia. We have found our-
selves with a variety of changes of views here in regard to
the amendment which I offered on the 24th day of January, as
I supposed to meet the wishes and views of the Senator
from Georgia. I find that I was mistaken.

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Nebraska [M.
Hircucock], because he has been a friend of this measuore from
the first, that Senate bill No. 3 and the Lever bill are almost
identieal, the difference being that the Lever bill appropriates
$3,480,000 and Senate bill No. 3, $3,000,000. I would be quite
willing that in conference any amendment should be made that
was thought best, but for the time being I find that I have
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embarrassed my friends here by offering the amendment, which
I ecrtainly did in good faith to meet, as T supposed, the views
of the Senator from Georgin.

Mr., SWANSON. AMr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Vermont n question. I understood Friday after-
noon that he contemplaied offering the Page bill, ecommencing
at seetion 10, as an amendment to the Lever bill. I understood
that that was to be the method of procedure. If T mistake not
he gave me marked out what he purpesed to offer as an amend-
ment, commeneing at section 10. It was to be offered as an
amendment to the Lever bill, and it would go on that bill as
an amendment. I am frank to say that it was my purpose

to vote that that amendment shonld go on the Lever bill. But.

to come in now and offer it as a substitute, when the House
of Nepresentatives has passed the Lever bill, and we have per-
fected it, to throw out our entire work and offer a substitute,
it seems to me is not acting in good faith with those who were
working for the Page bill, and it is not wise to do it.

I understand that the Lever bill is a part of the Page bill,
and after =section 10, as amended, it includes all that the Senator
desires.

it appears to me that the right course to pursue for those of
us who have been cooperating is to continune the method of
cooperation we have been following. Why should the House of
Representatives be slapped in the face? They sent this bill
here for our consideration. The purpose is to get legislation
and not the mere prestige of having a bill with a different name
attached to it. It seems to me the right course for us to pursue
is to stand by the amendment as we understood it was to be
offered and as it has been adopted.

Then the bill can properly be considered as the product
of both the House and the Senate. If you want to accomplish
this legislation—if we are anxious to bring the benefits to the
counfry—the right way to do it promptly and efliciently is to
amend the Lever bill and let the Lever bill stand with the por-
tions of the Page bill desired as an amendment to that bill

Mr. PAGH. Mr. President, I simply repeat myself when I
say that I consented to the amendment offered by me on the
24th day of January with a good deal of reluctance as to many
of its features, but being urged, as I was by the friends of the
measure on this side, to reach some compromise with the Sena-
tor from Georgia, if possible, I consented to amendments to
which I did not fully subscribe. As far as I understand the
matter, the arrangement, if one was made—I will withdraw that
because the Senator from Georgia says there was no arrange-
ment—the proposal which I made or which we made, it makes
no difféerence, was disagreed to because the Senator from
Georgia came in here and notified the Senate that he was op-
posed to the amendment which I offered on January 24 as a
substitute measure. Having made that offer in good faith as
a compromise and having had that compromise repudiated, I
now wish to say to the Senafe that I have spent two years in
perfecting this bill and I believe it is right, and inasmuch as
that compromise was repudiated, I hope the Senate will pass
the Page bill in its entirety without the change of a comma,
and when we get into conference I will be as square as anyone
in trying to reach legislation. I believe that——

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr, President—— -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. PAGE. If the Senator will allow me to finish the sen-
tence, I believe that the Lever bill and the Page bill are identi-
cal except in some very few minor particulars.

If it was not so, I would say that it was absolutely improper
for me to take the course I am pursuing. But inasmuch as it
is simply a matter of words and a matter of construction, the
material points of the Lever bill and the Page bill being the
same, I hope the Senate will now pass the Page bill in its en-
tirety without the change of a single comma,

Mr. SIMAMONS. 1 hope the Senator from Vermont will not
insist on his motion. I believe the Senators on this side will
feel that they have been misled, and misled by the Senator from
Yermont. I am sure that is the way I feel about it

I listened very clogely {o the Senator's speech at the time he
offered his bill as a substitute for the Lever bill. On two sepa-
rate oceasions during his argument the Senator stated that he
had incorporated in his bill the Lever bill, without crossing a
“t* or dotting an “ i

I am in favor of the Lever bill and I am in favor of the
principle of the balance of the bill of the Senator from Ver-
mont, although I think it is rather crondely drawn, and it ought
to be redrafted. I want to be sure that we will get some legis-
lation, and I think it would be unwise for us to materially
amend the Lever bill in whatever bill we may pass here, I

trust the Senator from Vermont will not insist upon his
motion.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, T am sure the Senator from North
Carolina is acting under a misapprehension when he supposes
that in my proposed amendment I am materially changing
the Lever bill. There are some few minor differences, and only
a few.

Mr. SIMMOXS. If the changes are immaterial, why should
the Senator ask us now to take a different measure from that
which he offered as a substitute in the beginning, with the
positive and repeated assurance that he did not change the
Lever bill in any particular, either as to letter or as to
punctuation? p

Mr. PAGE. I can only say I believe the amendment of
January 24 was somewhat erunde, because it was drawn in a
good deal of haste. I wish to say that so far as the original
bill is concerned it has been drawn with the greatest care
and every detail looked after. I believe the Page bill, Sen-
ate bill No. 3, as originally before the Senate January 17,
is a perfected measure. I am far from ceriain that the new bill
is; and I simply say that, inasmuch as they reach the same con-
clusion substantially, I would rather have the original bill
passed than to take the chances of an imperfect bill, which T
think may have been drawn in consequence of the proposed
arrangement with the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to make a parliamentary in-
quiry. I understand the Senator from Vermont eoffered an
amendment which he had printed some days ago?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been agreed to.

Mr. SWANSON. No; the amendment has not been agreed
to. E)o I understand the Senator has withdrawn that amend-
ment? i

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. Noj; the amendment has been agreed
to as in Committee of the Whole and reported to the Senate.

Mr. SWANSON. Now, his amendment was agreed to, and
as I understand the parliamentary situation, after we come
into the Senate he changes his program in the Senate from
what he followed as in Committee of the Whole. If we vote
against his bill as a substitute it still gives us an opportunity
to vote for that amendment as adopted in the Senate. So if
we vote down the bill he offers as a substitute—the Lever bill,
with the amendment made—and following, section 10 will still %
be before the Senate?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That is correct.

Mr. CLARRKE of Arkansas. Mr. I'resident, it would be most
unfortunate if any misunderstanding exists between the Sena-
tor from Georgia and the Senator from Vermont which would
result in a eonfusion in the consideration of this bill as to some
of us who have not kept up with it as closely as our duty requires,
largely upon the faith we had in those two Senators. I be-
lieved that the progress which was made in maturing the bill
has been in the direction of an adjustment that would be satis-
factory; and if it were not, it left the bill in such a condition
that it might be perfected in the conference committee. Unless
the matter is in dispute between the two Houses it would not
be subject to the jurisdiction of that committee. [

As I understand what has transpired here within the last
few days, there has been an effort made to pick out from the
two bills the meriis of both and unite them in a common bill,
and that that end has been substantially attained in the report
that was made by the Committee of the Whole to the Senate.

I wonld not like to differ with my worthy friend from Ver-
mont on a question of recollection about a matter that would be
material if a dispute should arise over it; but many of us, as
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smraroxs], have been
very agreeable witnesses to the fact that this harmonious con-
dition existed between himself and the Senator from Georgia.

Now, if we vote to sirike down the Lever bill with all the
wholesome amendments that have been added to it by the action
of the SBenate as in Committee of the Whole and to take up
the original Page bill, it would require us to familiarize our-
selves a little more with that particular bill than would other-
wise be the case. A situation therefore has been created that
would take some of us by surprise, or at least find us in a
state of unpreparedness, which would not otherwise exist had
the two bills been projected from the beginning.

I am willing to yleld my judgment to the Senator from Ver-
mont on this particular measure, but in view of what has trans-
pired I feel somewhat committed to vote against his propoesition
to submit his bill as an entirety in its original form. I feel like
I should vote to ratify by the action of the Senate the amend-
meniis that have been reported from the Committee of the
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Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I regret the Senator
from Vermont should suggest that any agreement between him-
self and myself in any way was not ecarried out. I hesitate
about referring to matters that took place in private. I will
only do so to this extent: I will state that the Senator from Ver-
mont had for a number of weeks been urging me to have a pri-
vate conference with him with reference to his bill, and finally
he even suggested that he would call at my house, which I, of
course, invited him to do. I was glad to see him there, and for
several hours the subject was discussed, and I expressed cer-
tain criticisms with reference to the bill and suggested certain
modifications of it. The Senator from Vermont made some
~ modifications in the bill, and I explained to him that I did not
mean even then that I could support the entire measure as he
had redrafted it, although with two small exceptions this morn-
ing I reached the conclusion that I would vote for the majority
of the provisions that he put into hig amendment,

I want to state just what my attitude with reference to the
matter is. I am deeply interested in seeing some legislation
passed at this session. I begin with what we term the Lever
bill. I am exceedingly anxious to see that bill passed, as the
House hias already passed it. If we can not get anything more
than it, I prefer it to nothing,

I wonld be glad to see also added a provision starting the
work of voeational edueation; I would be glad to see a provi-
sion starting the contribution to the agricultural high schools;
and I would be glad to see a provision contributing something
to the normal schools for instruction in industrial work.

That I did not agree to the entire measure as the Senator
from Vermont presented it is true, and I do not now approve it
as a whole. I do not believe we can possibly get it as a whole,
and I de not think the Senate expects it. I think the Senate to-
day in voting for it looks to see it improved and perfected in
conference.

Now, what have we done to-day? What has been the result
of the work we have been engaged on for a number of days?
We have been trying to prepare a bill we hoped we might pass.
We begin by taking the bill which the House has already passed.
That is their idea of agricultural-extension work. We made a
few small amendments to if, and we prepared to go back to the
House, saying * We agree with you on your measure; we are
taking no substantial issue with you on the measure you have
approved ; but we have added some amendments, and we invite
you to come and join us in adding these amendments to the
measure which you matured and passed.”

That is what we did as in Ccmmittee of the Whole. We
adopted those amendments, and those amendments which we
adopted, going beyond what I thought it was advisable to adopt,
cover practically the whole of the vocational work that was
contemplated in the original Senate bill No. 3. We have added
that voeational work to the House extension bill. We voted
on it, and after we have acted upon it; after we have discussed
it for days; after we have made a few amendments to it—not
very material; after the two pieces of work have been put
together, starting with the IHouse bLill and following on with the
vocational bill of the Senator fram Vermont, when we come into
the Senate the Senator from Vermont asks us to repudiate the
work of the Committee of the Whole and go back and take up a
bill that we have not read, and which has not been considered at
all in these days of work that we lhave been putting upon this
measure, If we take that course, we shall take the best course
we could pursue to Kkill the whole measure. As, I believe, the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swansox] has said, we practieally
slap the House in the face.

AMr. McCUMBER. Mr. Presidert——

The IRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Georgia yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. Yes,

Mr. McCUMBER. Some of us were not present all of the
time, and I think we would be gratified if the Senator from
Georgia would explain to us wherein the amendment now
offered by the Senator from Vermont differs from the bill as
perfected in Committee of the Whole.

Alr, SMITH of Georgia. I would have fto take it and read it
all over and study it in order to do that. I do not know exactly.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Vermont says there is
practically ne difference.

AMr. SMITH of Georgia. Then, if that is true, why not ad-
here to what we have been working on for three or four days?

My, McCUMBER. I am not giving my own opinion one way
or the other. I am simply asking if the Senator can show us
wherein there is a difference?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I can not. I would, as I have said,
have to take the bill up and restudy it. I have had my attention
given for the past three days ro the details of the measure

before the Senate; I have had my attention given to the exten-
sion work of the House bill; and I have dismissed from my
mind the other measure so far as it was contained in the origi-
nal Page bill, No. 3.

Mr. McCUMBER. There seemed to he some objection, Mr.
President, on the other side to the amendment because it was
abandoning the House bill. Well, every amendment abandons
it to some extent, and as amendments have been put in the bill
in Committee of the Whole, I can not see the force of the claim
of abandonment, because the bill will still remain the House
bill, bearing the House number, acted upon in the Seunate in
either instance as a House bill, or the Lever bill, amended.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The proposition now of the Senator
from Vermont is to strike everything out of the House bill but
the title, to add a new title, and to substitute for it Senate bill
No. 3, that we have not had under consideration as in Committee
of the Whole,

Mr. McCUMBER. Baut it would still be the House bill, bear-
ing the House number, and would holl its place and occupy a
position as the House bill. That would not change it and muke
it a Senate bill.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It would have the number of the
House bill, with nothing in it that the House put into it.

Mr. WORKS. Mr President, the broad statement has been
made here, and has been made several times, that this is not
only an abandonment of the House bill, but that it strikes out
everything that is contained in that bill. On the contrary, I
understood that this amendment includes the provisions of the
House bill substantially as they passed the House. If that be so,
it is simply an addition to the work that has been done by the
House, and it is in no sense an abandonment of the Housa bill.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You will have to take it up and
study it to find out whether it is or not.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor-
gia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The statemeni made by the Senafor
from California [Mr. Worgs] leads me to ask the Senator from
Georgia if he will not state to the Senate the essential differ-
ences belween these two bills as they deal with extension de-
partments, which have already been established under the law.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I am not prepared,
without some lengthy attention to the matter, to do so. I have
dismissed the provisions of Senate bill No. 3 from my mind
for quite a length of time. I have been devoting my attention to
helping perfect the bill as it was passed in the other House, and
I have been studying that bill to the exclusion of the other. I
would have to go back to it and study it again in order, to do
what the Senator from Wisconsin requesis.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not mean, Mr. President. in all
details, but just simply that the Senator from Georgia state to
us the essential differences. I have no doubt, from the study
which the Senator from Georgia has made of these two meas-
ures, of his ability to clearly place before the Senate those «lif-
ferences,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think I could mention {wo or
three. The amount of the appropriation is different in the two
bills. There is a provision in the House bill that nothing con-
tained in that bill shall interfere with the demonstration work
now being done by the Department of Agriculture, which we
perfected bere so as to provide that it should not interfere with
certain work in the line of plant industries. In the House bill
there is a provision as to the way in which the fund is to be
used that is not contained in the Senate bill. The details of
the plan of handling the money and the description of the
responsibility of the Secretary of Agrieulture with reference
to the matfer are somewhat different. I think it is worked out
more in detail in the House bill than it is as contained in the
original Page bill.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Georgia whether it be true, or not, that the provision in the
Piage bill covering the subject of the Lever bill is found in
section T?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes,

Mr. CUMMINS. I therefore snggest, if the Senator from
Georgia can not state the differences, that the Secretary read
the Lever bill and then read section'7 of the Page bill. We can
all tell, then, what are the differences.

AMr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Does the Senator
Georgia yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I infer from the debate that it was the
understanding of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] when

from
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he introduced the amendment that was adopted as a substitute
for the Lever bill that he had reached an agreement of some
kind with the friends of the Lever bill in the Senate, but it
appears that that was a misunderstanding, and that the friends
of the Lever bill now seem to be opposed to the amendment;
that they did oppose it and voted against it. I bappened to be
absent when the vote was taken, but there was a division. The
consequence is that, unless we adopt the amendment now pro-
posed by the Senator from Vermont and go back to his origimal

bill, which was the bill considered by the commitiee, the bill |

upon which he has worked, as he says; which he has had mere
or less before the Senate for the last year, at Jeast, and on
which he delivered his speech of Jume 5, 1912—unless we go
back to that origimal bill and take that, we will be passing an
amendment here with which nobody is satisfied.

The Senator from Vermont says that he made the concessions
which were contained in that smendment in order to reach an
agreement with the friends of the Lever bill, but it seems that
he failed in that object. The Senator fromy Vermont prefers
the original bill to the amendment. The Senator from Georgia
is not satisfied with the amendment. So it would seem to be
the reasonable thing to do, if the Senate, as is evident, is in
favor of vocational education—of eduncation in the trades and
industries, and of providing for Federal aid to agricultural
schools—to adopt the bill which has received the greatest care
and consideration on the part of the committee and of the Sena-
tor from Vermont, which includes all of the provisions which
have been suggested by him, and fo allow those provisious to
go to conference, so that they may be considered there.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. I should like to ask what feature
is there in the original bill No. 3 which has not been put on by
amendment? Can the Senator from Washington state?

Mr. POINDEXTER. The amendment is almost identieal
with the bill, except as to minor differences. The title is differ-
ent; it drops the bill which has come to be known as the Page
bill; it deprives, in a measure, the Senator from Vermont of the
eredit of the legislation by dropping his bill and taking up an
amendment. I understand it is true that in its prineipal fea-
tures the amendment which has been adopted is identical with
the original bill, but the Senator from Vermont prefers the
form of the original bill; he prefers the manmner in which it is
expressed., If has been considered by the committee. I confess
that I have not had an opportunity to consider the details of
the form of these several bills, and I am simply speaking abont
the parliamentary sitnation in which we find ourselves—that
we have adopted an amendment here which has not reeeived
the favor of either side to the controversy as between the Lever
bill apd the Page bill. The Page bill is conceded by everybody
to contain substantially the Lever bill, alse a number of addi-
tional features. We sheould adopt that bill and allow the matter
to go to conference, so that the form of this legislation, the sub-
stance of which the Senate seems to have agreed to—there are
very few here who are opposed to it, and it is a question of the
form in which it is guarded, the manner in whieh these appro-
priations are to be expended—so that the form of the legisia-
tion can be finished and perfected in conference between the
two Houses.

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from New Yeork?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do.

Mr. ROOT. I rose to ask the Senator from Washington if
he would point out, er perhaps the Senator from Vermont
might point out, those portions of the original bill No. 3, which
we speak of as the Page bill—the original, I meaw, which he
now moves to substitate—which reproduce the provisions of
the Lever bill? I ask, Mr. President, because I am much in-
terested in perfecting our system of conveying information
abont agriculture to the farmers of the country by means of
these extension departments and field demonstrations. I think
that it is just as impertant for this eountry now to inerease the
productivity of agriculture as it ever was to increase the pro-
ductivity of manufacturing when the original proteetive tariff
was adopted.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President—— "

Mr, ROOT. Exeuse me for one moment.
to have any substitute adopted here whieh leaves out the prac-
tieal and effective provisions of the bill which the Senator
from Georgia has been urging. On the other hand, I am a
very firm believer in the importance of vecational edueation.
I am not convinced that the Government of the United States
ought to go into thaf, and I am far from being convinced that
the seheme which has Deen evolved here for imposing centrol
by the Government of the United States upon the
schools of the counfry is a wise scheme. I have very grave

I should not like |

doubt about that; but I certainly do not want to vote upon this
great mass of provisions witheunt knowing the relation of one to
the other. If the Senafor will point out what parts of the Page
| bill, which he now moves to substitute, reproduce the provisions
of the Lever bill, I shall be very much obliged to him.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. ROOT. Yes. i

Mr. GRONNA. I should like to ask the Senator from New
York this question: No one denies that we are all interested in
the productivity of agriculture and individually we desire a
large yield; but I should like to bave the Senator from New
York point out to me where the farmer is particularly benefited
' by the production of large crops, in every section of our country,
so that we have a large surplus. In other words, is it not
true that we have no menns whereby the farmer can regulate
the price of his produets at all, while, on the other hand, the
manufacturer, whether he produces muell or little, fixes the
 price of his product—something that the farmer can not do?

Mr. PAGE. Mpr, President, answering the—— g

Mr. ROOT. Mryr. President, I feel bound to answer the ques-
tion of the Senmator from North Dakota, if the Senator from
Yermont will allow me.

Mr. PAGE. Certainly.

My, ROOT. All the farmers whom I have ever known—and
I have known a great many—would rather get 28 bushels of
wheat to the acre than 14; they wonld feel better about it. The
fact that the farmer individually can not regmlate the prices
of his products is no reason why his farm should not be made
as productive as possible. The demand for food produects in
this country and throughout the world is increasing continu-
ally; the increased demand is continually increasing the priees
which the farmer receives for his produets; and as that demand
eontinues to increase with the increase of population, the
farmer stands to receive continually remunerative prices for
his product, and, in my judgment, that increasing demand and
the continuance of remunerafive prices keep pace with the best
improvement that is possible on the farms of this country.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I am afraid the Senator from
New York misunderstood my question. I confess that I am as
much in favor as is anyone else of increasing the produetivity
of our soil, and so, I believe, are the farmers of this country,
but what I should like the Senator from New York, or any
other Senator, to point out to me is the advantage that the
farming industry or the farmer has received by the production
of a large surplus. Is it not true that when this country has
a large crop prices are reduced in proportion to the size of the
crop? In 1910, for instance, there was a small crop all over
the country, and in 1911 we had only a fair erop, but the farm-
ers made money in 1911, while in 1912, with overproduction,
there was practically a loss to the agricultural interests of the
United States.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, the Senator from New York
[Mr. Roor] has asked me to point ont the differenees between
the Lever bill and the Page bill, so far as what is known in
the two bills as college extension work is concerned.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
YVermont yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. PAGE. Certainly.

Mr. BRISTOW. I undersiand the Senator from New York
to inquire as to the difference between the substitute which
the Senator from Vermont pow offers and the bill whieh the
Senate has agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. That is
what I should like to know also.

Mr. PAGE. I was about fo explain.

Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to know what difference there
is between those two measures.
| Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I asked rather for the similarity
than the difference. I want to know where in the Page bill
oecur the provisions which are similar or which aceomplish
the same effect as the provisions which are in the Lever bill, I
can not find them.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. PAGE. I should like to answer the Senafor from New
York for just a moment, if the Seénator will allow me,

Mr. O Just a moment. It seems to me that the point
which needs explaining is the exfent to which the amendments
made as in Committee of the Whole do not include the 'age bill.

Mr. PAGE. I will be very happy to answer that question.
In the first place, Mr. President, the Page bill gives $3.000.000
to college extension work, $3,000.000 to district agricultural
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schools, $3.000,000 to education in the rural communities, and
$3,000,000 to education in the cities. There are four $3,000,000
appropriations. The Lever bill leaves out appropriations for
industrial schools and adds $480,000 to college extension work.
I consented to that. I donot know that I now object seriously to
it, but still it seems to me that the $480,000 added by the Lever
bill is more than ought fo go to that feature of the work in
consideration of what we have given to the other features.

Next, the Page bill from first to last provides that whatever
the TIederal Government shall do shall be matched by the
States. The Lever bill does not do that. As fo the $10,000 to
each State which is immediately forthcoming and available
under the Lever bill, it is provided that the States may have
that fund absolutely without duplicating it. That is so con-
trary to the entire principle of ihe Page bill that I only yielded
to the amendment because T wished to get a reasonable com-
promise. Third, the Lever bill contains this provision:

Sec. 8. That all correspondence for the furtherance of the purposes
of this act issued from the agricultural colleges to their agents or by
the agents of the said extension departments thercof receiving the
Lenefits of this mct shall be transmiited in the mails of the United
States free of charge for postage, under such regulations as the I’ost-
master General from time to time may prescribe.

This provision was originally in Senate bill No. 3, but after
very careful discnssion it was thought to be an unsafe and
unwise provision to incorporate. I do not know how many
protests I received from publishers of agricultural papers in
this eountry, who said to me: * If you incorporate this provision
into your bill. you will perhaps allow the agricultural colleges
fo begin to publish newspapers; they ean publish anything; and
they ean have, and will have, an unfair advantage over the
agrienltural press of this country, which ought to have a fair
show in the fight, and they will not have it if you say that all
the agricultural colleges may have the right to send every-
thing they wish through the mails free.”” As every Senator
knows, nnder the present statute they already have ihe right to
send free the periodicals which they issue regularly. I do not
know how extensive that privilege is; but, be that as it may,
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, after considering it,
thought it best to exclude that provision. That provision comes
back to us from the House in the Lever bill.

I do not regard that as a very unwise feature; and as a com-
promise measure I was willing to aceept it. I do not regard
it as particularly nnwise to add half a million dollars to the
appropriation. As a matter of compromise, I was willing to
accept that. T do not particularly object to giving the money
to the States withont making them duplicate it with an appro-
priation from their own freasuries; but I think it is wrong;
I do not believe it is the best way. I believe the Page bill is
the better way: and so, having failed of a compromise, I now
come to say that., whereas I yielded reluctantly to these
measures because of a supposed compromise, the compromise
having been repudiated, I now ask that the Page bill in its
original simplicity be enacted.

Mr. ROOT. Mr. I'resident. T do not know or care anything

abont the compromises which have been made or the conferences
which have been held. . The Senator from Vermont has not an-
swered the question. I will put it more distinctly. Where in
the bill which he moves to substifute are contained the pro-
vislons which reproduce the same effect as the provisions of
section 2 of the Lever bill?
_ Mr. PAGE. If the Senator from New York has before him
the original amendment proposed by me on the 17th of January,
or if he has the original Page bill, he will find in it this
provision :

That for the support—— .

Mr. BRISTOW and Mr. CRAWFORD. Where is that?

Mr. PAGE. On page 6 of the amendment offered by me on
January 17, or in section 7 of the original Page bill, Senate bill
No. 3. That provision reads in this way:

Se¢. 7. That for the support in cach State college of agriculture and
the mechanic arts of an extension department or division, the sum of
$640,000 annually, beginning with the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913 —

Let me explain that——

Mr. CRAWFORD. For what purpose is that?

Mr. PAGE. I will read further:
of which anunual appropriation $10,000 shall be allotted to each of
the 48 States for the benefit of such extension departments; and for
the maintenance of such extension departments, the additional sum of
£400,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1014,

And so on, until it reaches $3,000,000. I do not need to read
further, because it simply provides for the extension from year
to year until $3,000,000 is reached.

Mr, ROOT. What is to be done with it?

Mr. PAGE. It is for what is known as college extension
work. If Senators will turn to the bottom of page 2 in the

original Senate bill No. 3, they will find what this work means.
It is there described as follows: 3

Third. “Airlcultnral-extcnslon department or division" shall mean
a department or division which is established under the provisions of
this act and under the direction of a State college of agriculture and
the mechanic arts in any State, and which glves instruction and
demonstrations in agriculture and home economies to persons not resid-
ing at said college nor at the district agricultural schools provided
for in this act and which conveys or imparts to such persons informa-
tion on such .subjects through fleld demonstrations, publications, and
otherwise.

That is almost the exact provision of the Lever bill; there is
a difference in language; but, so far as the purpose of the bill
is concerned, it is almost identical. It relates to work carried
from the experiment stations to the adult farmer on the farm.
It covers that in both bills. If Senators will recall the dis-
cussions we have been having here in the Senate for the last
year, they will remember that the provisions of the Smith bill,
so called because the Senator from Georgia last spring intro-
duced into the Senate a bill substantially like the Lever bill,
that the provisions of the Smith bill or the Lever bill are almost
identical with the provisions of the Page bill, so far as college
extension work is concerned.

If the bills were not substantially identical I could easily see
the impropriety of my motion. But inasmuch as they are
identical, or nearly so, and inasmuch as I believe the bill which
I have introduced has been drawn with greater care and is
better safeguarded than the amendment which was introduced
here, as I understood, to meet a compromise, I now ask, be-
cause I believe it is the better bill, that the original Dill be
substituted.

Mr, BRISTOW. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Joes the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. PAGE. T do.

Mr. BRISTOW. I want to see if I am correct in my under-
standing. As I understand the Senator from Vermont, the
practical difference is that the Lever bill provides for giving the
franking privilege to the agricultural colleges aund the schools
that enjoy the benefit of these appropriations?

Mr. PAGE. An additional franking privilege.

Mr. BRISTOW. An additional franking privilege; and it
algo makes an appropriation from the Public Treasury which it
does not require that the States shall meet with a like appro-
priation?

Mr. PAGE. The Scnator is correct.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator permit an interruption
there?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. PAGE. Certainly.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It seems fo me section 31 of the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont cures that defect,
because it specifically provides that a double amount of money
must be provided by State or local taxation. That is the
amendment which has been adopted in Committee of the Whole,
and which the Senator now proposes to substitute for his orig-
inal bill, which in Committee of the Whole he voluntarily with-
drew, and upon the strengih of which withdrawal many votes
were secured for the bill.

Mr. PAGE. I wish to correct the Senator, because I know
he desires to be absolutely correct. I said that under the
amendment of January 24, which I effered, I had not changed
so much as a comma, The provisions of the Lever bill do not
provide that an equal amount shall be appropriated by the
States; and .as I understand—and I think the Senator from
Georgia will agree with me—as the bill will be left if we pass
it to-day as it came from the Committee of the Whole, there
will not be required from the States an amount equal to the
amount appropriated by the Federal Government. '

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Let me ask the Senator another ques-
tion. Will not the bill which has been agreed upon in Com-
mittee of the Whole ¢ontain section 31, offered by the Senator
himself? X

Mr. PAGE. I do not know that I have offered any amend-
ment to section 31. '

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator withdrew his original bill,
Senate bill No. 3, and offered as an amendment to the pending
bill everything following section 9. It is that which we have
been discussing and that which we have finally agreed upon
in Committee of the Whole. Section 31 of that amendment con-
tains this provision: :

But there shall in no case be disbursed under the terms of this act
to any school or college out of moneys derived from the rural school’
department fund, the industrial school fund, the agricultoral school

fund, the college teachers' training fund, or the teachers’ tralning fund
as provided by this act, more money than 50 per cent of the amonnt
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which is supplied and expended during the same period for the same
urpose for l.;l'Phlch such fund is to be egxpended out of either State and
Pocal or State or loeal public moneys.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, the trouble with the Senator’s
conclusion there is that the feature pertaining to the college
extension fund is not included in that list.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then, as to three-quarters of the ex-
penditures provided for in this bill, the provision iz at least
good?

Mr. PAGE. It is good as to practically all except the Lever
appropriation of $10,000 to the colleges, Under the Lever bill
the appropriation of $10,000 per year fo the colleges is not to
be duplicated by the States, while under the Page bill it is to
be duplicated. In that respect I think the Page bill is the
better.

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I think the Senator gave the impression
that under the bill agreed upon in Committee of the Whole
there was no obligation upon the States or the local com-
munities to supply an equal amount of money. But this pro-
vision evidently covers the case as to three-quarters of the
amount appropriated, and it is only in the case of one appro-
priation where that provision is not made. -

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I desire to say that that
wits my understanding—that there was an appropriation in
the bill as it was agreed to in the Committee of the Whole that
the States were not required to meet with an equal amount.
I did not understand that the States did not have to meet
part of the appropriation, but that there was one appropriation
which they did not have to meet, and that that was one of
the differences.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But that was a matter which the Sen-
ator himself conld have cured in Committee of the Whole, and
can still enre by an amendment,

I want to renew my statement made a few minuftes ago—
that it seems to me, without any regard to a disagreement
between the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from
Gieorgia, that the Senator from Vermont should in good faith
carry out what he publicly agreed to here on the floor of the
Senate on the suggestion of the Senator from Towa., The
Senator from Vermont used this language:

I will state my gurposo in moving the amendment to the Lever bill,
so called, H, R. 22871 : For many months I have been trying to get
action upon the original Semate bill No. 3. That action, as the
Junior Senator from Georgia well understands, has been postponed
and objected to from time to time until he believes—and I do not
know but that I agree with him in that belief—that to pass now the
original bill, Senate bill No, 3, and send it to the House would prob-
ably mean that it would go into the Committee on Agriculture of
that body, and that it would there die the death which comes to so
many bills which we send over to the louse toward the close of a
segslon. * ¢ = f we are at this session of Congress to grant
Federal aid to industrial education, it must be done by substituting
Senate bill No. 3 for the House bill. In other words, Senators who
are in favor of extending industrial ecducation to the boy as pro-
vided by Senate bill No. 3 must vote for the awmw ndment whicL 1
have offered, for it is probable that in no other wuy ecan we reach
this legislation at this session. If the amendment which I have
offered substjtulin%: the Page bill for the Lever bill is adopted, then
the matter goes into conference, and out of that conference it is
belicved some bill carrying with it a measure of Federal ald to
industrial education will result.
~Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator
right there for just a moment? That is my position at this
time—that in order to get action at this session we must sub-
stitute the Page bill for the Lever bill, because then it will go
into conference, and from that conference we can get out some
kind of a bill.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator will permit me to add a
word, that was the Senator’s original position. But about that
time the Senator from Iowa took the floor, and suggested to
the Senator from Vermont a method of simplifying the pro-
cedure by amalgamating the two bills. He did it in this way:

I think it would simplify matters very much if the Senator from
YVermont would allow the bill prescnted by the Senator from Georgia
to stand, inasmuch as he does not proﬁmse to change it, and simply
offer as an amendment that part of his bill which deals with the voca-
tional education and additional appropriaticns for agricultural educa-
alon. 1 believe we would get along th it a little faster if that were
jone.

Then the Senator from Vermont said:

Mr. President, I am very anxious to adopt whatever is the best and
most proper course here. My suggestion on the 24th instant was that
I would offer the amendment which has been placed upon the desks
of Senators this morning. But I recognize the fact that the Senator
from lowa Is a warm friend of the whole measure, and 1 am rather
inclined to accept his wishes and his views, if the Chair informs me
that that is the proper parliamentary procedure.

Having given notice that T would introduce this amendment as a
whole, T will ask, as a matter of parliamentary procedure, whether I
may properly omit at this time from my pr da 1 t the first
nine sections, which really are identical with House bill No. 22871,
and move to amend the House bl by adding to It all of that portion
of the proposed amendinent which follows section 0%

Thereupon the Chair naturally teid the Senator from Vermont
that it was his privilege to change his position, and he did

change it. e accepted the change, and we discussed the mat-
ter with the understanding that he had abandoned the original
bill. No study has been placed upon the original bill since that
time. We on this side have believed, and have voted with the
Senator from Vermont in the belief, that he had abandoned the
original bill, and had agreed to accept the suggestion made by
the Senator from Towa for the simplification of the matter.

It seems to me, after that has been done, that at least pro-
priety, if not good faith, requires the Senator from Vermont to
carry out the arrangement thus made in the open Senate.

Mr. BRISTOW. AMr. Iresident——

The PRESIDEXNT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Kansus?

Mr. PAGE. I do.
< Mr. BRISTOW. I am not much interested in the different
processes and maneuvers that have been resorted to in order to
get the bill up to the present siage, but I am interested in what
the bill does.

If the amendment which the Senator from Vermont now offers
changes the Dbill which we passed in the Committee of the
Whole so as to limit the franking privilege instead of extend-
ing it, and so as to require the States to pnt up funds whenever
the Federal Government does, I want to vote for those two
propositions. I do not care what the different understandings
or mismuderstandings have heen, but T am interested in the sub-
stance of the legislation.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. 1If the Senator will permit me, it would
be an easy matter to amend the hill in that way, and I would
be very glad to join him in that. But it would not be neces-
sary, in order to accomplish that, to take up a completely new
bill which the Senate has not even been considering as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. and which does contain other features.

Mr. BRISTOW. If there is any other feature, 1 should like
to know what it is. I have been trying to find out the differences
between the two measures. TUp to this time these two differ-
ences have been suggested. Arve there any others?

Mr, PAGE. There are. I should like to have Senators give

their attention to this statement, because I know that upon
this point there is considerable difference of opinion.
The Lever bill gives $10,000 a year to each State. That

makes a total of $480,000. Senafe bill No. 3, as drawn, gives
$640,000. Touching that particular feature, I want to say
that the head of one of the colleges in Mississippi came to me
and said: * Senator Piace, if you knew the sfruggle we are
making in the South to get alonz and give the negroes of the
South some education along industrial lines you wonld say that
we should liave $10,000 for each agricullural college rather
than $£10,000 for each State.” TIn other words, in States that
have two agricultural colleges they ask that we give an adderd
$10,000.

That feature was objected to by some, including, I think, the
junior Senator from Georgia. But after a time I went to him
with statements from Senators from the South, and said:
* Senator, there is a strong feeling on the part of some that the
negro colleges in the South should share this appropriation
with the white colleges.” The Senator from Georgia said to me
substantially this—I do not want to misquote him, but as
nearly as I can remember he said: “ If you want to give us
that added $10,000, I do not think we will object to it.” So the
Page bill, as drawn, gives the same amount to the negro col-
leges of the South that it gives to the white colleges. In other
words, it gives $100,000 more, being $10,000 for each State
hawing a negro college.

The Senator from Kentucky came to me and pleaded for that
provision. He said: “ You do not know how much we in Ken-
tucky need to give indusirial education to the negroes. Will
you not aid me to get that provision in%"” I sald: “ 8o far as I
am concerned, Sesafor, I do not want to do anything that will
imperil my Dbill; but if the Senator from Georgin and those who
objected agree I will agree.” I supposed I had the consent of
the Senatfor from Georgia, so far as he was concerned, that this
$10,000 for the agricultural colleges should be included in my
bill, and so it was put in.. But it is omitted from the Lever bill.

I do not want to say which is right. I wish the Senate might
decide upon that. But I want to say that that provision is
exactly as it was left by the Commitiee on Agriculture and
Forestry of the Senate. I do not feel at liberly to emasculate
the bill by changing those features, unless it be to effect a com-
promise which will prevent any disastrous resulis to these two
bills—the Lever bill and the I'age bill.

If I supposed Senate bill No. 3 were going to be imperiled,
every Senator here knows I would yiekd to auny Kind of a com-
promise. But the faets are that the P'age hill and the Lever
bill coincide; and when they get into confereice we ean, from
those two measures, produce a bill that 1 believe will meet per-
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fectly the views of the Sennte and will be at least a start in the
great plan of Federal aid to industrial education.

Mr. FLETCHER. M President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. PAGE. With pleasure.

Mr, FLETCHER. I should like to ask the Senator if he has
any less reason to-day for believing that the measure will be
imperiled by insisting on original Senate bill No. 3 than he
had a few days ago, when this same matter was up, and when
he then thought it wisge, in order to accomplish definite results,
to accept the Lever bill, and to add to it the provisions of his
bill? The situation to-day is not at all different from what it
was then, it seems to me.

Let me say to the Senator that from the time he introduced
the bill and I first gave it consideration I have been an advocate
of Senate bill No. 3, known as the Page bill. I have been under
the general impression that it included to a very large degree,
and in a general way, the provisions of the House bill known as
the Lever bill, and that it went still further. Believing, as I
always have, that the great Department of Agriculture of our
Government has for its chief function that of education, I have
heartily favored the assistance provided' in educational direc-
tions by both the Lever bill and Senate bill No. 3.

But there seems to be a difference of opinion as to whether
or not the provisions covering that particular subject in Senate
bill No. 3 are substantially the same as the provisions in what
is known as the Lever bill that has passed the House. In order
to avoid any difficulty on that score, particularly as long as the
Senator has just reiterated what he has said over and over
again—that his bill contains substantially the same provisions
as the Lever bill—it seems to me that it is the safer proposition
to accept the House bill and to add to it such provisions as we
have agreed to as in Committee of the Whole, which provisions
are the work and have been prepared under the direction and
guidance of the Senator from Vermont.

There would then go to the conferees the measure as it passed
the House, with certain additions; and it would be for them
to determine which of those additions, if any, they would agree
upon; and if they did not agree upon any of the additions, we
would at least get a measure which has already passed the
House, and which would then become a law. I appeal to the
Senator

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator for
a moment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont
is entitled to the floor.

Mr. PAGE. I should like to ask fhe Senator from Florida if
he has the slightest doubt that the bill, as I propose to amend
it, would be the subject of a conference on the Lever bill, just
as certainly as the Lever bill amended by the additional features
of the Page bill?

Mr. FLETCHER. T confess, Mr. President, that in my judg-
ment the measure wonld not then be in nearly so favorable a
position, looking to definite results, as it wonld be if the Senator
would accept the situation as it comes from the Committee of
the Whole. ; T,

Mr. PAGE. I should like to know why, Mr. President. Ny

Mr. FLETCHER. Because there would go to the House an
entirely new bill, not the Lever bill as it passed the House at
all, not the Lever bill with amendments which are merely addi-
tions to the Lever bill. There would go to the House an en-
tirely different measure, embodying different and varying
propositions, which would be referred there to the conferees,
and it would have to be all thrashed out over again. Delay
would necessarily ensue; and in my judgment there would be
very serious doubt about it ever coming to any result at this
sesgion of Congress if that should be done.

As a friend of the measure, originally known as Senate bill
No. 3, as a friend of both these propositions; I most respectfully
urge upon the Senator from Vermont to leave this matter as it
came from the Committee of the Whole.

I am not qunite clear in my own mind about it, although it has
been assumed in debate here, but I understand that the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont on the 24th of
January is now before the Senate as a part——

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. It has been adopted.

AMr. FLETCHER. It has been adopted; and although my
recollection was that the Scnator offered to withdraw that
amendment in Committee of the Whele, I was not guite sure
whether he did it or not. There was some confusion at the
time, ¥

Mr, PAGE. No; I did not.

Mr. FLETCHER. Does the Senator understand that his
amendment offeredl on the 24th of January is the matter now
before the Senate?

- for.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. PAGE. I should like to answer the Senater from Flor-

| ida for just a moment. Then I shall be very glad to yield the

floor to the Senator from Mississippi.

I made concessions, Mr. President, which I did not believe
improved the bill. I believe the bill as it was originally drawn
is a great deal the better bill. I have submitted my reasons
for belleving it is the better bill. When I consented to intro-
duce the amendment of January 24, it was with the full ex-
pectation that I had reached a compromise, and that as a re-
sult of making the surrender and reaching a compromise we
would have no opposition to the bill

But the Senator will remember that all the afternoen objec-
tion after objeetion came up to the bill. So, finally, I feel,
and I think the Senator will feel for me, that I have a right to
say that now I should prefer to have the beiter and the
stronger bill go to conference. If I thought it conld not go
into conference—if that is the parliamentary situation, and I
am assured that it is by good parliamentarians—I should not
object to anything. I want it te go to conference.

The langunage which I used, and which the Senator from Ne-
braska has quoted, conveys my exact sentiments. If I thought
the bill could not go to conference, I would yield almost any-
thing. But I am told that it can go to conference under the
amendment I have offered, and believing that my last amend-
ment is the better amendment, and that it more nearly per-
fects the bill, I shonld like to have it go in that way.

I believe that in the amendments that were hastily prepared
to meet the views of the Senator from Georgia there were
some things that were drawn too hastily. We have found
now some very impertant defects in them. But the original
bill, I believe, is perfect, so far as that is concerned. I believe
every matter of technical language has been earefully provided
It has been submitted to the best technicians I know in
that line, and the bill has' been approved by the educators of
the country in the form in which I now ask it to go through. I
hope Senators will not object to supporting my amendment, for
I believe I have the better bill now.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr; President, the Senator con-
tinues to repeat that he introduced his amendment under a
misapprehension, believing that a compromise had been reached.
I desire to state that if he understood that agreement was by
me he understood it in spite of the fact that I told him ex-
pressly that I would not agree to it. Nothing that I said jus-
tified him in believing that I intended to support it. I declined
to agree to support it when the Senator came to my house.
I told him as he left my house that I could not agree in ad-
vance to support it. T told him before he introduced it here
that I had not agreed to support it.

I am a little weary of henring upon the floor that the Sen-
ator introduced it under a misapprehension, if he means to
refer to myself, as I have told him that I had not agreed to it
offen enough to exclude the justification of a misapprehension.

AMr, PAGE. Mr. President, I did not mean fo say that the
Senator had told me one thing or the other. I simply say, and
I repeat it, that I supposed the Senator and myself had reached
an agreement. It seems that I am wrong about it, so I do not
reiterate that. I simply say that acting upon that supposition
I introduced my amendment of January 24. Had I not sup-
posed that we had reached an agreemenf, I should not have
introduced it.

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, after we came into
the Senate the Senator from Vermont introduced the amend-
ment, knowing that I did not agree to it. He continued to
press it here, knowing that I did not agree to it. He accepted
the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cuaixs], know-
ing that I had not agreed to it. I stated on the floor, in reply
to a question of the Senator from Iowa, that I could not agree
to it. I finally went 4 great deal further in agreeing to it in
my votes to-day than I thought I could at the time it was
introduced.

I have been frying to help to-day to get the measure into
such a shape that we could pass something. If the Senator
persists, I think perhaps the whole thing had better go over
for the session, and let us start over again at the next session.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I am afraid there is a good
deal of amour propre on both sides of this matter. I take

‘it that what the Senate is seeking is results, and not names,

and yet now and then names have a great deal to do with

I know something about the procedure at the other end of
the Capitol. The two Houses will be further apart, actually
as'well as nominally, if it is announced to the 400 Members of
the House of Representatives—a body so numerous that they
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have not time to study all questions in detail—that the Senate
has rejected the House bill, and has substituted for it the
Senate bill. Immediately they will say to one another: * What
do you know about the Page bill?” “Not much; virtually
nothing.” “Our bill was considered in committee. What
course shall we take?” Immediately it will be concluded that
the best course will be to send the bill to the Committee on
Agriculture of the House, in order that that committee may
study the bill and report it back to the House with some en-
lightening information as to the differences between the two
bills.

This is a very small body, composed of ninety-odd Members,
Yet, to-day, we have seen the best-informed Senators on the
floor rise and ask for information as to the difference between
two bills which have been pending here for—I will not undertake
to say how long. There is the real danger in this situation.

Of course, I understand, and everybody understands, how two
very honorable men may meet and discuss matters, and one may
say: “I am of the opinion that this ought to be done.” The
other one says: “I do not know but that I could agree with
you about that.” The first one says: “I think this ought to
be done.” Then the other, having heard what the first is willing
to concede, will say: *“I will agree to that.” When you get
through you have a muitual misunderstanding; and yet both
part with no agreement on the part of either to do precisely
what the other desires. In faet, I think it is well, when men
meet together and begin to talk about a difference, to remember
always that the conversation, as a rule, is tentative.

I ask the attemtion of the Senator from Vermont. I am not
asking him a question, but I am afraid if you go to the House
of Representatives, as numerous a body as it is, as crowded
with all sorts of business as it is, four times as much crowded
as we are in every way, and say to them that you have sub-
stituted for a House bill a Senate bill, unless you are able to
say to them that the Senate bill is identical with the House
bill or identical except for immaterial variations, the course
taken by the House would be to send the bill to the committee
instead of sending it at once to conference. . We are within 30
or 35 days of adjournment, and I do not believe I would take
that chance. The point I want to make is that the two Houses
will be further apart actually, because they are nominally
further apart, if you take that course.

I confess with some degree of shame that I have had my mind
lately dwelling more upon some other matters than upon this
measure, and I really do not know just how far the Committee
of the Whole adopted the provisions of the Lever bill and the
provisions of the Page bill, but if they have substantially in-
cluded the essential parts of both bills in one bill, then I have
no doubt about the fact that the prospect of securing actual
legislation would be much better if the matter were sent to the
House in that way.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, I was out of the Senate when
the motion was made. Is this a motion to substitute, striking
out all after the enacting claunse?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will say to the Senator from Massa-
chusetts that the method of doing business in the Senate he
understands better than I. We have nothing before us im-
mediately, but the Senator from Vermont gave notice, I under-
stand, that when the bill got into the Senate——

Mr. LODGE. We are in the Senate now.

Mr. WILLIAMS. He would substitute the Page bill for the
Lever bill.

Mr. LODGE. We are in the Senate now, but what I wanted
information about, because I was out of the Chamber, was the
question whether the motion is to strike out all after the
enacting clause and insert.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Page bill.

Mr. LODGE. If that is the motion, of course that takes both
bills into conference.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course it does.

Mr. LODGE. It retains the House number.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator’'s pardon; it takes both
hills into conference under the House rules unless a motion is
made and carried to send it to the Commitiee on Agriculture,
If you take 400 men and they do not know what the Senate bill
is, they are not going to rush it into conference. A conference
in the Senate is bad enough, but a conference at the other end
is worse, because there are 400 Members; things bave to be
understood, have to be explained to them, and men are not
willing to take up an entirely new bill and have it voted upon
under a proposition that on amendment numbered5 of the Senate
the House conferees disagreed, and on amendment numbered 3
the House conferees agree, and o on. The House insists upon
keeping its business in its own hands upon a few occasions
\\'heg it ean, and when a matter goes to conference it really can
not do =o.

Mr. .ODGE. I thought from what the Senator said ihe
motion was to substitute the Senate bill. If it were substifuting
the Senate bill for the House bill, it would go back as n Senate
bill with the Senate number, and of course it would go to the
committee and would not go into conference.

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is a distinction, but it is not a dif-
ference, and it is the difference to which the House will, in my
opinion, pay attention, not the mere distinction.

Mr. LODGE. But I mean if it was a substitution, then it
would go back, of course, as a Senate bill, and would go to the
committee.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. By striking out all after the enact-
ing clause it would be a Senate bill with a House number.

Mr. WILLIAMS. 8o, when it goes back to the House from
the Senate and the Senate has stricken out all of the House
bill except the enacting clause and substituted for it a Senate
bill, unless you can assure the parties in charge of the bill, and
not only can but are willing to assure the House, that the two
bills are either identical or there are immaterial differences,
the Members of the House will want to have it examined by a
House committee. They are not willing to act merely upon
the deliberations of the Senate.

Mr., McCUMBER. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator
from Mississippi if the 400 Members of the House will feel
that they know anything more about the Page amendment
when it is put in divers amendments, as it has been in Com-
mittee of the Whole already, than when put in a single amend-
ment in the Senate.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Absolutely they will, because, in the first
place, they have been discussing one bill, and whether they
will know or not, they will think they know. This is a psycho-
logical problem, and they will think they know, and thinking
that the House bill has come back passed by the Senate with
certain amendments, they will be willing to let the House bill
go to the conferees in order that the differences between the
two Houses concerning the amendments may be settled. In
other words, the essential thing in their minds is, if the House
bill is passed, then there will be no trouble about sending it to
conference at once.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on
the motion of the Senator from Vermont to strike out all after
the enacting clause of the bill and insert a substitute.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I then vote against the
proposition now before the Senate made by the Senator from
Vermont, and I desire to state very briefly why I will do it.

I have heen for the Senate bill, prepared in a large measure
by the Senator from Vermont, and for which he is entitled to
the greatest possible credit from the beginning until he entered
upon this discussion. I think it was I who first suggested to
the Senator from Vermont that in order to make cerfain of
some legislation upon the subject he offer Senate bill No. 3
as a substitute when the House bill came before the Senate.

I know nothing about the conference between the Senator
from Vermont and the Senator from Georgia, and I do not
care to inquire into it. I only know that at one time the Sena-
tor from Vermont stated that he understood they had reached
an agreement, and that the Senator from Georgia rejected that
consiruction of their conference. My interest in this special
matter was after that time, after the Senator from Georgia
had indicated that he had entered info no agreement with the
Senator from Vermont, after we all understood that the Senator
from Vermont offered the substitute which bears the date of
January 24, 1913. That substitute is a reproduction in its first
nine sections of the House bill. There is no change whatsoever.
The remaining sections are a reproduction of Senate bill No. 3,
with the changes that had been made by the Senator from Ver-
mont at the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia. Ile so
declared.

I was intensely anxious that nothing should happen that
would impair the chance for successful legislation, and therefore
when the Senator from Georgia arose and said to the Senator
from Vermont that he hoped he would offer that part of his
substitute beginning with section No. 10 as an addition to the
House bill, the House bill having been reproduced in terms in
the first nine sections of the substitute in the hands of the
Senator from Vermont, it seemed to me that we would be surer
of that legislation if the suggestions of the Senator from
Georgia were accepted, and I arose, caring not a whit whether
the legislation came from the House or whether it came from
the Senate. It makes no difference to me where it originates
or who originates it. I simply desire the legislation itself.
It seemed to me that the easlest and the surest way of reaching
our end was to attach what might be called the Page part of
this legislation to the Lever part of the legislation, if I may
so designate a House bill and a Senate bill. I so declared, and
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expressed the hope that the Senator from Vermont would adopt
that course.

The Senafor from Vermont did adopt that course, and so de-
elared from his seat. He not only so declared, but he did offer
these parts of his bill from section 10 through to the end as an
amendment to the House bill. I know that he did that in per-
feet good faith. I know that he has but one desire, and that
is to secure wise legislation upon this subject. But having em-
barked upon this course at my suggestion, he may feel himself
at liberty to depart from that course, but I de not. I think we
ought to adhere to the plan which resulted in the offer of the
sections after No. 10 of the Senate bill. I believe so because
there is a certain good faith which requires us to adhere to
that course, and, second, because I believe it will tend to allay
the irritation which little by little is creeping into the Senate
upon the whole matter.

I sincerely hope that the Senator from Vermont will nof per-
sizt in offering the original bill as a substitute, if you please, for
the House bill, but will be content to pursue the course which
was adopted day before yesterday and which has already had
results so gratifying to every friend of both agricultural and
vocational education.

» I must not be understood by this as meaning to say that there
are not certain parts of the Lever bill, so called, rather objec-
tionable to me. I think there ought to be some amendments,
and we ought to make them now. I happened to be out of the
Senate for a moment, and I did not dream that the amendment
would be adopted so quickly and that the bill wounld pass from
the Committee of the Whole into the Senate, or I would have
suggested certain amendments. I do not believe at all in the
extension of the franking privilege. That is a maiter which is
very easily corrected by a simple amendment. Striking out half
a dozen lines in the House bill will correct that error, if it be
an error, as I think it is.

¢ Again, I agree with the Senator from Vermont that each
State ought to duplicate the contribution of $10,000 per year, as
well as the additional sums that come in year after year. I
think it would deepen their sense of responsibility, and it would
be more in harmony with the entire structure of the House bill.
But those are mere matfers of detail that can be very easily
corrected.

' Again, there will have to be certain amendments made in the
bill as it is now in the Senate. Day before yesterday section No,
10, as it appeared in the original bill offered, was stricken out
upon my motion, and the language found in section 3 of the
Senate bill was inserted in its stead. That makes a difference
in certain phraseology throughout the whole bill, as the Senator
from Vermont will assure the Senate. I think in half a dozen
gections of the bill there recurs the words “ rural-school fund,”
and after the adoption of my amendment there will be no rural-
school fund. Wherever those words occur they must be stricken
out and the words *“ secondary-school fund ” must be substituted.

Mr. PAGE., If the Senator will allow me, the original Senate
bill No. 8 is as the Senator from Towa desires it

Mr. CUMMINS, Precise

Mr. PAGE. It says secondnry schools, or schools of sec-
ondary grade, or high schools” shall mean schools offering
courses in advance of the elementary schools, and so forth.

Mr. C(UMMINS. But nowhere is it called a rural school.

Alr. PAGE. Not in the original Senate bill No. 3.

Mr., CUMMINS., Inasmuch as the original section has been
now restored, the original phraseology describing it must be
also restored.

I rather think that the Senator from Vermont did not benefit
what might be called his part of the bill by trying to weave into
it the suggestions of the Senator from Georgia. They do not fit
very well, in my opinion, and I wonld be very glad if he counld
take the old Senate bill, with the exception of section 7, and
offer it. I have no objection to that, but I do object, in view of
everything that has occurred, to changing the whole course of
procedure and now attempting to eliminate the House bill by
substituting for it another measure. I would have been per-
fectly willing to have pursued that course had not the incident
occurred which did occur here day before yesterday. I shall
therefore vote against the proposed substitution by the Senator
from Yermont.

AMr. PAGE and Mr., BRISTOW addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr, PAGE, I yield fo the Senator.
Mr. BRISTOW. I understand that the bill as it is now
before the Senate can be amended or perfected before the sub-
 stitute amendment is voted upon.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unquestionably,

Mr. BRISTOW. I therefore move to sitrike out section 3
of the bill as it is now before the Senate. It is the section
that relates to the franking privilege, beginning on line 23

by
page 2.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
stated.
The SecreTarY. Strike out from the House bill section 3,
which reads as follows:
That all correspondence for the tnrt‘herance o!‘ the pnmoseﬁ of this

The amendment will be

act issued from the agricultural col the by the
a ents of the sald extension departmen thereof recefvm ttm bemﬁts
this act, shall be transmitted in the mails of fnted States

charge for postage, under such regulations as the Postmaster
ersl from time to time may prescribe.

The PRESIDJINT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas
moves fo sirike out the section just read. The question is
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think that section ought to
be stricken from the bill. It is perfectly easy to make an
allowanece in their accounts to the agents in the field or to the
colleges to be paid from the fund. The amount will not be
large. But if you open this service to the franking privilege,
you open a door to a great deal of misuse of the mails. It
is almost impossible to keep the franking privilege within the
proper limitations. I certainly think that a general provision
like this for the franking privilege is a very mistaken one, and
I hope it will be stricken from the bill before we vote upon it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BrisTow].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BRISTOW. I offer further to nmend. on page 4, by
striking out in line 7 after “ part™ the words “its allotment ",
and insert “any”; and also by striking out the word * u:ldi-
tional ™ in line 8§, so that it will read:

That no State shall be entitled to any e3&11‘!: of any of these snms
unless its legislature has heretofore provid ete.

That makes the State appropriate an equal amount with the
Federal Government of all the sums,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will not resist that motion, but
I will state to th® Senate the reason why this fixed sum was
given. It was thought that some of the States, the smaller
States, ought to have a fixed sum, and that is the theory upon
which it was put in. So far as my own State is concerned
and those I am especially interested in, they are perfectly
ready to meet any sum the Government gives. I have no
authority to consent to it, but I shall not oppose that amend-
ment.

Mr. BRISTOW. The reason why I proposed the amendmcnt
was that this is, of course, an aid to the States, and the aid is
offered for two reasoms. As I understand it, first it appropri-
ates money from the General Treasury for that purpose, an
that appropriation is used to encourage the States to appro-
priate their own money to carry on the work; so we not only
appropriate the money that they will get the direct benefit
from, but we induce the States to engage with the Government
in this worthy cause by meeting the appropriation.
is nothing but just.

Mr. WILLTIAMS. Before the Senator takes his seaf, do I
understand that this is to sirike out the provision which gives
$10,000 to each State unless the State duplicates the $10,000?
513%'00 BRISTOW. Yes; it requires the States to duplicate the

Mr. WILLIAMS. This bill, I understand, was drawn up
upon a prineiple somewhat like the compromise giving each
State two Senators and Representatives according to popula-
tion. In other words, it was a compromise between terri-
toriality and population and wealth. So it was concluded to
give $10,000 to each State to start with, regardless of weallh
or poverty or the size of the State, and then for the balance
of the appropriations, for the most part it was given in propor-
tion to wealth; that is to say, it was given upon condition that
the State should duplicate the amount which the Federal Gov-
ernment gave.

YWhether there be a State in the Union whieh could not du-
plicate the $10,000 or not I do not know. Nor does that inter-
fere with the general principle at stake. If there be such a
State, it ought not to be left out entirely, If there be not such
a State, then all the States stand equally as regards the $10.000,
It does not seem to me that that provision ought to be stricken
out. It might very well happen that a perfectly new State
might be bound up with the expenses of its new birth and every-
thing else and be embarrassed about money.

The Senator from Kansas has said that the object of this
was to ald the States in doing certain work for the people.
The primary object, I take it, is to aid the people, and to leave

1

I think it
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the people without aid because the State could not help them
does not seem to me to be right.

Mr. PAGE., Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. -

The SecrETARY. On page 4, lines 8 and 9, strike out the words
“of its allotment,” and, in line 9, strike out the word * addi-
tional,” so that if amended the provise will read:

Provided forther, That no State shall be entitled to any part of these
sums unless its legislature has heretofore provided or until it shall
provide, ete.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to suggest to the Sen-
ater fromn Kansas an additional reason that I recall now which
was given for this appropriation to each State. It was that it
gunaranteed the immediate beginning of work everywhere with-
out reference to appropriations, to give to each one of the
States a demenstration of its value, and it would thereby lead
the States to make the appropriations to eall for the additional
sums. I rather think that it is a desirable part of the bill.

Mr. BRISTOW. It seems to me that when the Federal Gov-
emment proposes to aid the States in their educational develop-
ment, this is going a good ways from our old idea. We are ap-
propriating money for educational purposes to the various
States, and it appears to me it is certainly good policy to re-
quire the various States to make an appropriation to meet that.

The objection has been made to meet that that this will fall
more heavily upon the small States than the large States, a
State of half a million of population as compared with a State
of 5,000,000 population. But $10,000 for the educational bene-
fit of a half million people is a great deal larger proportionate
contribution to the educational facilities of that State than if
the State had 5,000,000 people.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kan-
sas yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. BRISTOW. I do.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senafor will permit me an inter-
ruption, I think he is in error there. Territoriality has some-
thing to do with it. You may give a State, if it is a large
State, with a sparse population, a certain sum of money to be
expended for a certain purpose and it will not benefit it near
so much as it would benefit a State of the same population
with one-tenth of that area.

That reminds me of another defect in this bill. It says, for
example, that there shall not be above one agricultural high
school for five counties. Of course that is easy in the thickly
settled Northeast, but without going down to Texas or Ari-
zona, stopping at Mississippi on the way, five counties in my
State, of which my own county would be a center, and Wash-
ington and Holmes and Hinds and Warren, the surrounding
counties, would about duplicate the area of the State of Con-
necticut. So you have a high school there, with the people to
attend it about five times as far, do you not understand? So
they must go and board in order to get the same benefit that
would be gotten in Rhode Island from taking the family buggy
and driving in every day.

I am merely using that as an illusiration just at present; but
the assumption that just because a thing is a territorial area
and called a State, it could get the same benefit from $10,000
which a smaller and more compact area could get with many
more children enjoying the privilege, is a mistake.

Mr. BRISTOW. It seems to me that, if the Federal Gov-
ernment is going to appropriate money for the eduecational
facilities of the State, it is nothing but fair that the State should
be required to meet that appropriation by an equal amount of
its own funds.

Mr,"WILLIAMS. Let me ask the Senator one more question,
and then I shall not disturb him further: Is the purpose of the
bill to help the States or to help the people?

AMr, BRISTOW. It is to help both—to help the people and to
help the States.

Mr. WILLIAMS., I iake it that the object and the purpose
of the bill is not te help the political entity that we call a
State, but that it is to help the citizens of the United States in
acquiring a vocational and agricultural edueation,

Mr. BRISTOW. The educational system of the country has
been in charge of the States. We have not launched out mntil
this time upon any great national educational system. There
are a great many people who question the wisdom of it. Now,
certainly I question the wisdom of the Government making an
appropriation direct to the States for educational purposes. I
may cousent to an appropriation, provided the State will pro-
vide an equal amount, the purpose being to encourage the estab-
lishment of proper educational facilities in all the States.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, if the Senator from EKansas
will permit me to break a promise so recently made, I will say
that I agree with the Senator, of course, that the instrumen-
tality, the trusiee in a certain sense, is the State: but, after all,
the beneficiaries are the children of the people in the States
operating from the Federal Government through the States.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I do not want to take the time
of the Senate any further on this question. I wish the Senate,
if they are so inclined, to strike out all after the enacting clause
and substitute Senate bill No. 3——

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President——

Mr. PAGE. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator from
Kansas had yielded the floor.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I ask that the question be
put on my amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is on the
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas, [Putting
the question.] The ayes appear to have it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, Mr,
President.

The PRESIDENT pro ftempore. The Senator from Missis-
sippi demands the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll

Mr. WETMORE (when Mr. LippPIrT's name was called). ify
colleague [Mr, Lrrprrr] has a general pair with the senior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr., Leal.

AMr. RICHARDSON (when his name was called). T have a
general pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Syire], and therefore withhold my vote.

AMr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr., Crarr] to
Ehe St:.’mtor from Georgia [Mr. Bacox] and will vote. I vote

nay.

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I wish to
transfer the general pair which I have with the Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosE] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr,
SHivery] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

The roll ecall was concluded.

Mr. OLIVER. I have a general pair with the junior Senator
from Oregon [Mr. CmaMpeRpAIx], and I therefore withhold
my vote.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. T wish to transfer my general palr
with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrMAN]
to the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Farr] and will vote. I
vote “yea.”

Mr. OWEN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Kansas [Ar. Curris] to my colleague [Mr. Gore] and will vote.
I "Ote o nay'u

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (affer having voted in the
affirmative). The oecupant of the chair is paired wilh the
junior Senator from New York [Mr. @Gormax]. As that
Senator has not voted, the vete is withdrawn.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (after having voted in the affirmative).
I observe that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Crarge] did
not vote. I have a pair with that Senator, and I therefore
withdraw my vote. : :

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 18, as follows:

YEAS—40.
Beadie Diiingha Ta Follett Potndes
ey m ette oindexter
Brandegee Bixon 'omerene
Bristow Gamble McCumber Root
Brown Gronna MeLean anders
Burnham &) eim Martine, N. J. Smoot
tron Hit Myers Thomas
Clark, ‘;?u Johnson, Me. Nelson Townsend
Crawfo Jones Page Wetmore
Cullom Kenyon Percy Works
NAYS—18,
Bankhead Johnston, Ala. Paynter Swanson
Bryan Johnston, Tex. Perky
Chilten Martin, Va. Simmons Williams
Fletcher Overman Smith, Ariz.
Heiskell Owen Smith, Ga.
NOT VOTING—37.
Ashurst Curtis Massey Smith, 8. C.
Bacon du Pont Newlands Stephenson
Borah Fall O’Gorman Stene
Briggs Foster Oliver Sutherland
Burton Gallinger Penrose Tillman
Chamberlain Gardner Reed Warrven
Cla Gore Richardson Watson
[ , Ark. Jackson Shively
Crane Lea Smith, Md.
Culberson Lippitt Smith, Mich.

So Mr. BrisTtow's amendment was agreed to.
Mr. CUMMINS. 1 offer a series of amendments whieh are
purely formal. The Senate has adopted section 3 of the Senate
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bill as now section 10 of the bill before the Senate. In that
section the words used are “ secondary schools” and not “ rural
schools”” I therefore move to strike out the words “rural
schools,” where they are found; and I ask unanimous consent
that it may be done without pointing out the line of each amend-
ment where those words occur in sections 15, 16, 19, 20, 24, 25,
26, 28, and 33, and to substitute in each instance the words
“ secondary schools.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Iowa will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Wherever the words “ rural schools™ appear
in sections 15, 16, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 28, and 33, they shall be
stricken out and the words * secondary schools” substituted
therefor.

Mr, PAGE. Mr. President, T rather hope that the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa may be adopted, al-
though I want to state here and now that there have been, I
will not say a multitude of amendinents, but a great many
amendments made to this bill, so that the bill is almost ridicu-
lous in its make-up, if we take it in its present form., For in-
stance, we have changed it, I think, by adding after the word
* States” the words * and Territories.” The bill from first to
last has been drawn with particular reference to States, and I
do not believe it will articulate with the Territorial laws. It is
irue that you have amended the Lever bill, so called, in two
very important particulars to-day; you have, by a very decided
vote, stricken out that feature which gave the States $10,000
each without the States paying another $10,000, and you have
stricken out the feature giving them the franking privilege.

Now, I want to terminate this debate, so far as I am con-
cerned, by saying that it is not exceedingly material whether
you do or do not adopt the amendment which I am about to
offer. I am simply going to add that I believe that if we take
the Page bill in its entirety, we shall have a perfected bill,
while, if we take the bill which we have amended so hastily,
we shail get a bill that is full of incongruities.

In closing let me simply add that I hope the friends of
Senate bill 3 will feel that, all things considered, it is wise
to adopt the amendment which I have suggested, but there
will be no broken hearts if this is not done. I believe it should
be done, because I think Senate bill 3 is the better bill, but
whatever the vote of the Senate may be I shall be satisfied.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS]
to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I desire to
say that at the last session the Page bill was presenied to me.
I examined it quite thoroughly, and was convinced of the wis-
dom and the propriety of the measure. After that I received
very many letters—nearly 200, as I recall—from a great many
educational institutions in New York, New Jersey, and Penn-
sylvania urging its passage. I pledged myself to the Senator
from Vermont [Mr, Pace] that I would stand by him. I voted
for the proposition that was suggested by the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. SmrTH]; but since it has been deemed best and

-wisest upon the part of the Senator from Vermont to urge the
passage of his bill, in this controversy I will square myself with
my agreement though the heavens fall. I am going to stand by
the bill of the Senator from Vermont.

I want to vote for some measure that will tend to dignify
labor. The whole trend of the times has been in contradiction
to the man or the woman who works with his or her hands.
Every effort has been made to hold up to the average young man
the idea of being a lawyer, a doctor, or a theologian; the idea
has been instilled into him that a profession should be his chief
ambition in life. I want to do what little I can to dignify labor
and induce men to labor. It is all very well in the clamor of the
day to urge the youth of the land to stay on the farm; but
the disposition of the country has been fo ignore the farm boy,
to frown on him with sneers and sundry little innuendoes aggra-
vating to the sensitive mind. This has driven myriads of boys
from the farm. I shall vote with the greatest pleasure and the
greatest relish for the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Vermont.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I have listened to this dis-
cussion and have been considering at different times the bill in
charge of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] for a great
many months, and I think I am somewhat familinr with it
As 1 understand, the only objection to passing the snbstitute
is the parliamentary situation, and possibly some agreement
which seems to have been rather unilateral, the minds of the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Sarra] and the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. PaGe] never having met in a common understanding

in regard to it. Aside from that, no one questions that the
so-called Page bill contains all the features of the Lever bill,
I have heard nobody dispute that proposition.

Senators say that possibly the measurce will have a different
standing before the other House if we pass the House bill as
it has been amended instead of the Page bill. I am somewhat
familiar with the procedure in the House, and I can not under-
stand that there are any more difficulties attaching to the pro-
posed substitute than will attend the bill as we have already
amended it. It has been amended and will go to conference or
to a commitiee of the other House. It will have to go to a com-
mittee according to the argument of the Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. Wirrrams], because it materially changes the Housa
bill. This does not necessarily follow and probably it will not.

So far as I am concerned, if I were to consider the parlia-
mentary situation and were to be governed entirely by the effect
either upon the other Iouse or upon this, the question would be
decided in my mind by the fact that the Senator from Vermont
has had charge of this bill and has pressed it in season and out
for many months, yielding too frequently, as it seems to me, to
the requests of Senators, in order that they might place some-
thing in its stead. Further, if I understand aright, up until the
day before yesterday this bill has been as much discussed as has
the Lever bill and is better understood in the Senate. So it
occurs fo me that we ean accomplish all that all Senators want,
so far as legislation is concerned, if the House bill be amended
by substituting after the enacting clause the Page bill, which,
I repeat, contains everything that is in the Lever bill and is
drawn with greater care. Its author has deliberated upon it
for months; it has profited by the work of experts and is clear
and harmonious in ifs terms. On the other hand, I venture to
state that few Senators understand just what has been done by
the Senate to the House bill. We know it has been changed day
after day, here a little and there a little, but I feel sure that
no one knows exactly what the bill is or whether it has been
properly constructed.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If the Senator will permit me, why
does he think so? It never was submitted to a committee; it
has never been before the Agricultural Committee at all; and
it has never been scrutinized line by line or section by section
by the Senate.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Which bill has not?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Page bill.

Mr. TOWNSEND. The Page bill has been presenfed to the
Senate from the Committee on Agriculture and was discussed
by the Senator from Vermont for several days, as I remember.
It has been generally understood and discussed throughout the
country. I have known few Dbills that have seemed to excite
more interest and more attention than has the Page bill. The
people understand it; and I confess, Mr. President, so far as I
am concerned, I understand it much better than I do the Lever
bill as it has been amended up to this moment. I quite agree
with the Senator from Vermont that if we pass the Lever bill
to-day possibly we may pass something that we do not under-
stand. Few Senators know just what we have done and the
parts of the bill may be inharmonious. I desire to ask the
Senator from Vermont a question which has been suggested to
me by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes]. Was his
bill before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the
Senate?

Mr. PAGE. Of course, we have discussed this maiter a long
time in the Senate, and I supposed that every feature had been
before the commitiee. It may be, however, that there have
been some amendments made in the Senate which were never
considered by the committee; but the bill has been before the
committee and has been considered in all its essential features.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I understand, then, that Senate bill No. 3
has been considered by the committee?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes; and it has been repo-ted.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not like to yield until I get an an-
swer from the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. PAGE. It has been reported.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Then, it went to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry, did it not?

Mr. PAGE. Certainly.

Mr. TOWNSEND. And was reported by that committee?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator allow me a word there?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I should like f¢ have that question an-
swered.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am a member of the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry, and was a member of the subcommittee
which considered the Page bill. We had hearings on the sub-
stance of this bill, not in the technieal form in which it is here
now, but the entire scope of this bill, the agricultural features
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and the veentional educational features of if, were considered.
Representatives from the leading colleges of the United States,
both agricultural colleges and universities, came to Washington
on two different occasions, and I remember that we had hear-
ings which extended over several days and that a report was
submitted by the Senator from Vermont to the full Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry—a most exhaustive report upon
the different features of this bill, the committee having given
him authority to collect the information, This proposed legis-
lation is the result of all that. I doubt if during the last two
years there has come before the Senate a bill that was the sub-
ject of more extensive preliminary investigation and work and
the subject of a larger correspondence with educational leaders
%f this country than the Page bill which is now before the
Senate.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Now, lef me ask the Senator from Ver-
mont directly, Is it not true that Senate Dbill No. 3 was con-
sidered by the Commitlee on Agriculture and Forestry and
through the Senator from Vermont reported to the Senate?

Mr. PAGE. It was.

Mr. BURNHAM, Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr, PAGE. In just a moment.

Mr. BURNHAM. I merely want to corroborate the statement
of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp]. That is all
I eare to say. *

Mr. PAGE. The bill was reported to the Senate, but subse-
quently was redrafted in some minor particulars. I asked
unanimous consent of the Senate that the redrafted bill might
be substituted in place of the bill originally reported from the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and that unanimous
consent was given.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, if the Senator will
allow me, I have both the bills here. The one which was passed
by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry is 10 pages
long, while the bill subsequently presented and now being con-
sidered is 28 pages long; so that the second bill can not be
exactly the same measure.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr, President, I hold in my hand Senate
bill No. 3, Calendar No. 348, upon which I find the following
notation :

In the Senate of the United States.
1'-:2 ige algélm}gr g’at.ﬂnthlntrczdnmd the follo bill; which was

Februa.ry 26, :I.Ql:gre Ren?}rte?l bywhﬁ“;:u‘:l étgltg mtx.om

June 14, 1912, By unanlmous consent the text ot original bill and
reported amendments withdrawn, and substitute reported, placed on
calendar, and rlnted in roman,

July 24 Ordered reprinted as agreed to in Committee of the
Whole ; all in m

That is the rccord of the bill as it appears here on the desks
of Senators.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me
to propound an inguiry to the Senator from Georgia? I did
not understand his reply to the inguiry of the Senator from
Michigan.

- Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. SWANSON. Do I understand, then, that the bill now
offered as an amendment, consisting of 28 pages, has never been
considered by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry ?

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. Unquestionably it has never been
before the Agricultural Committee at all.

Mr. SWANSON. Not before a committee of the Senate for
consideration at all?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The first Senate Dbill, No." 3, 16
pages long, was passed on and reported by the Agricultural
Committee. After that was submitted to the Senate the Sen-
ator from Vermont redrafted his bill, and the bill now pre-
sented, 28 pages long, has never been bcrore the Committee on
Agriculture.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Is the Senator—

Mr. SWANSON. And my inquiry——

Mr, TOWNSEND. Just a moment. Is the Senator from
Georgia on the Committee on Agricnlture?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Then I take it the Senator from Georgia
fave his consent that the original bill and reported amend-
ments should be withdrawn and the substitute, as presented by
the Senator from Vermont, should stand in place of the bill as
reported by him,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. My statement was that the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry had not examined and
passed upon that bill. My consent was no more than the con-
sent of each other Senator. The Senator from Vermont had

charge of the matter. He referred to it as his bill, and it was
his bill, and when he asked fo present a substitute we all con-
sented. The Senator from Michigan consented just as I did;
but the bill did not go back to the Committee on Agriculture.
It was the Committee of the Whole Senate that consented to
the substitotion. !

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am not complaining about it.

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. My only peint was that the bill of
28 pages has never been considered in detail by the Senate and
has never been considered in detail by the committee.

Mr. McCUMBER. Right there let me ask the Senator from
Georgla a question, with the consent of the Senator from
Michigan. \

Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield the floor.

Mr. McOUMBER. My question is as to whether or not the
extra pages are not made up of the Lever bill, which is now
attached to the Page bill?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Not at all; no. The portion of the
bill which is similar to the Lever bill is exactly the same in the
first bill of 36 pages and in the second bill of 28 pages. There
are a number of quite substantial changes in the two bills. The
new bill, which was presented with the 28 pages in it, has quite
a number of features different from the old bill of 16 pages
which the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry approved.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think two things are un-
disputed at the present time, namely, that the pending bill, the
Lever bill as it has been amended, contains the provisions of
the Lever bill and also practically all that was contained In
the Page bill. On the other hand, the Page amendment con-
tains practically everything that was in the Page bill, and also
all of the principal provisions of the Lever bill. Whichever way
we vole, we are practically passing the same bill, whether we
adopt the Page amendment to the Lever bill, or amend the Lever
bill by inserting the Pege bill as a substitute.

My vote is golng to be governed by this consideration: The
Senator from Vermont has had this bill before the Senate for at
least two years, He has devoted a great deal of study to it
Instead of having a proposition now which comes in the shape
of divers amendments attached in different ways, he has the
same proposition drawn up logically, properly, and in its order;
and it is known as the Page bill. So that practically it is a
question whether we will adopt the bill that has the name of
a Member of the House attached to it, or the name of the Sen-
ator from Vermont. That is practically all there is to it now.
Considering the length of time we have had the Page bill
before us, I stand ready to give my colleague the compliment of
voting that his bill shall be passed by the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the
parliamentary situation as the Chair understands it.

Sundry amendments have been agreed to as in Committee
of the Whole. The question is, the bill having been reported
to the Senate, whether or not the Senate shall concur in those
amendments. The Senator from Vermont proposes before that
action is taken to strike out and insert. The Chair thinks that
can not be done, but that the question shounld first be put upon
concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the
Whole, for the reason that any Senator can ask for a separate
vote upon any amendment agreed to. So that, whether or not
the amendments agreed to as in Committee of the Whole are
concurred in in the Senate, the Senator from Yermont can then
offer his substitute.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, ean the Senator f.rom Vermont
offer a substitute after the amendments made as in Committee
of the Whole have been concurred in in the Senate? I venture
to suggest that the point at which he must offer his substitute
is before we pass in the Senate on the amendments made as in
Committee of the Whole. That is, he must offer it as a sub-
stitute for the original bill

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Why can not the Senator from Vermont
offer his substitute for the original bill after the original bill
has been perfected by the amendments which the Senate has
adopted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion
that that can be done.

Mr. LODGE. It can be done in that way.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on coneur-
ring in the amendments agreed to as in Committee of the
Whole. : I’

Mr. LODGE. It occurred to me that under our usual prac-
tice, after amendments made as in Commitiee of the Whole
had been concurred in in the Senate, it would be impossible
then for the Senate to vote out those amendments, because they
would have been adopted both as in Cmnmittee of the Whole
and in the Senate.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks a motion
to strike out the entire bill and insert would be in order.

The question now is on concurring in the amendments made
as in Committee of the Whole.

The amendments were concurred in.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I now move to sirike out all
after the enacting clause and insert the amendment which was
offered by me on the 17th of January, which is identical with
Sennte bill No. 3, reported to the Senate June 14, 1912. It is
what is known as the Page bill.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I ask that the amendment be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed
by the Senator from Vermont will be read.

The Secrefary proceeded to read the amendment, and read
to the end of section 5, on page 5.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, if it is in order, I move to
dispense with the further reading of the amendinent.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can ask unan-
imous consent that the further reading be dispensed with.

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North
Carolina asks unanimous consent t{hat the further reading of
the amendment be dispensed with. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none.

The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Ver-
mont fo strike out all after the enacting clause and inserf.
[Putling the question.] The Chair is in doubt.

Mr. POINDEXTER. T ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. FLETCHER., What is the question?

Mr. LODGE. The question is on substituting the Page bill.

Mr. FLETCHER. The vote is being taken on the question
of substituting the Page bill?

Mr. LODGI. Yes.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I trans-
fer my general pair with the senior Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. Ticimanx] to the Senator from New Mexico [Mr,
Tacrn] and vote. I vote * yea.”

Mr. GARDNER (when his name was called). Notwithstand-
ing my pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
'(:,'af\m:] on the pending measure, I am at liberty to vote. I vote

}'?ﬂ."

Mr. OLIVER (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN].
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Jackson] and will vote. I vote “ yen.”

My, PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Overmax]. 1 therefore withihold my vote.

Mr. RICHARDSON (when his name wag called). I have a
general pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Sanra], and I withhold my vote.

Mr. SIMMONS (when hig name was called). I transfer my
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarpr] to
Lhe Be!.;.lnr Senator from Georgia [Mr., Bacox] and vote. I vote

nay,”

AMr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a
pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Crarge]. In
his absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I wish to
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Pexrose] to the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Sarrra] and vote. I vote “ nay."”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the negative). I
will ask if the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Poxt] has
voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
that Senator has not voted.

Mr, CULBERSON, I transfer my general pair with that
Senator to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Smivery] and
will allow my vote to stand.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the
chair is paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr.
O'Goraran], and for that reason withholds his vote.

Mr. PERKINS. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OvErmaN] to the senior Senator from
Idalo [Mr. Boramn] and vote. I vote “yen.”

Mr. SMOOT. 1 was requested to announce that the senior

The Chair is informed that

Senator from Louisiana [Mr. FosteEr] is paired with the junior
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warrex] ; that the senior Senator
from Michigan [Myr. Sare] is paired with the junior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Rerp]; and that the senior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. Warsox] is paired with the senior Senator
. from New Jersey [Mr. Brices].

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 30, as follows:

YEAS—31.
Bradiey Dillingham Lodge Toindexter
Brandegee Gamble MeCumber Handers
Brown Gardner MecLean Smoot
Catron Gronna Martine, N. T, Steplienson
Chilton Guggenheim Nelson Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Johnson, Me. Oliver Wetmore
Crawford Jones Page Works
Culiom Kenyon Terkins
NAYS—30.
Ashurst Cummins Martin, Va. Smith, Ariz.
Bankhead Fletcher Myers Smith, Ga.
Bourne Heiskell Newlands Nwanson
Bristow Hiteheock Paynter Thomas
Bryan Johnston, Ala. 'erey Thornion
Burnham Johnston, Tex, Perky Williams
Burton, Kern Pomerene
Culberson La Follette Simmons
NOT VOTING—34.
Bacon du Mont 0'Gorman Smith, Mich,
Borah Fall Overman Bmith, 8. C.
Briggs Foster Owen Stono
Chamberlain Gallinger Penrose Sutherland
Clapp Gore eed Tillman-
Clarke, Ark. Jackson Richardson Warren
‘rane Len Root Watson
Curtis Lippitt Shively
Dixon Massey Smith, AMd.

So Mr. Pace's amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time. '

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Janu-
ary 30, 1913, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WebxEespaY, January 29, 1913.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Lord God, our heavenly Father, in whom we live and move
and have our being, we realize that we are involved in a moral
order which Thou hast ordained; that we can do nothing with-
out Thee; yet we may set ourselves against that order and
bring harm to ourselves and others; hence we pray for wisdom
to guide us, strength to sustain us in a willingness to work with
Thee, that we may hasten the coming of Thy kingdom upon
the earth. And Glory and honor and praise be Thine forever.
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

FLECTION TO COMAMITTEES,

AMr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, as this is Calendar
Wednesday, I desire to ask unanimous consent that I may
move to elect three or four gentlemen to fill vacancies on cowm-
mittees.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to nominate certain gentlemen to fill vacancies on
committees.

Mr. MANN. I assume that this will take no time?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Noneatall. - There is no contest about it,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause,] The
Chair hears none.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, for the Commitiee on
Ways and Means, I wish to make the following nominations to
fill existing committee vacancies:

Hon. Joux H. RoruerMEL to the vacaney on the Appropriations

Committee occasioned by the death of Hon. J. G. McHenry.

on, GEORGE WHITE to the vacancy on the Apgruprlntlons Com-
mittee occasloned by the resignation of Hon, James Cox.
Hon. Beorr FERRIS to the chairmanship of the Publle Lands Com-
mittee occasioned by the resignation of Hon. Joseph T. Robinson.
on. C. B. SMiTH to the vacancy on the Forelgn Affairs Committee
occasioned by the resignation of Hon, William Sulzer,

The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominations? If not,
the question is on the election of those nominated by the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr., UNDERWoOD],

The question was taken, and the above-named Members were
elected.

=

03]

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee on Appropriations, re-
ported the bill (H. . 28499) making appropriations to pro-
vide for the expenses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal
yvear ending June 30, 1014, and for other purposes, which was
read the first and second times, and with the accompanying
report (No. 1413), ordered printed and referrved to the Comnnit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Unjon.
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Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that
I will call this bill up immediately after the passage of the
fortifieations bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to the presenta-
tion of the bill, but I wish to reserve all points of order upon
the bill.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution,
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was
requested :

Senate concurrent resolution 39.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives coucnn-ﬁra)d
That the President be requested to return the biil (8. T162) to amen
section 801 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. CRAVEXNS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 24194, An act to create a new division of the western
indiecial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of conrt at
Pecos, Tex., and for other purposes; and

H. R. 18841. An aect incorporating the National Institute of
Arts and Letters.

TIME OF MEETING TO-MORROW.

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11
o'clock a. m. to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn
tfo meet at 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY,

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the ecall
rests on the Committee on the Library.

LINCOLN MEMORIAL,

Mr. EVANS. My, Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee
on the Library to call up Senate joint resolution 158.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (8. J, Res. 158) approving the ;;lan, design, and loca-
tion for a Lincoln memorial.

Regolved, ete., That the plan, design, and location for a Lincoln
memorial, determined upon and recommended to Congress December 4,
1912, by the commission created by the act entitled “An act to provide
a commission to secure plans and designs for a monnment or memorial
to the memory of Abraham Lincoln,” approved February 9, 1911, be,
and the same are hereby, approved.

Mr. EVANS., Mr. Speaker, we have come to an agreement, if
it is agreeable to the ofther Members of the House, with the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BorrLAND], representing the Get-
tysburg proposition, that we may debate this subject for two
hours on each side, and that at the end of that time the previous
question shall be considered as ordered on Senate joint resolu-
tion No. 158,

Mr. BORLAND. I take it that the gentleman is asking
unanimous consgent to the statement he is making now?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker. a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it,

Mr. BORLAND. If the previous question is ordered at the
end of the agreed debate of two hours, will it be permissible to
offer an amendment after ordering the previous question?

The SPEAKER. It will not, after ordering the previous
question. "

Mr. BORLAND. The agreement we have made extends to
two hours' general debate on each side—four heurs in all—but
I have no power or disposition to preclnde the right of any
Member to offer amendments. I intend to offer an amendment
of my own during the two hours’ general debate, and I believe
the agreement might well be that the amendments may be
offered after the general debate or. after the previous question,
but voted on without further debate, I do not desire to extend
the debate beyond the four hours.

Mr. MANN. As I understand, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Dorraxp] desires to offer an amendment. I can not con-
sent to an agreement that everybody in the House should offer
an amendment, because it might take a week to dispose of them.
I am perfectly willing to consent to an agreement that two
hours' general debate should be had on a side, and the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] shall have the right to
offer an amendment. and that at the end of four hours the pre-
vious guestion sholl be considered as ordered on the resolution
and amendment to final passage.

XLIX 141

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is only fair to
say to the House that the gentleman from Texas [Mr, STE-
ruexs] notified the Chair before the House met that he wants
to offer an amendment.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have an amendment that I de-
sire to offer at the proper time, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MANN. And also that the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Larean] shall have the right to offer an amendment.

Mr. BORLAND. And that these amendments may be offered
after my amendment 18 disposed of. : )

Mr. MANN. Will be offered at any time and be pending.

The SPEAKER. Is the proposition to cut everybody off
from offering amendments except the gentleman from Missouri
[AMr. Borraxp] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. LAreEAx]?

Mr. EVANS. That is the proposition, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. JAMES. Well, Mr. Speaker, all these amendments that
are offered to this resolution ought to be offered and pending
before any one particular amendment is disposed of.

The SPEAKER. That will have to be done. They have not
yet agreed upon that.

Mr, JAMES. I think the request of the gentleman from
Missouri was——

The SPEAKER. The Chair will try to state what the sum
total of these requests is: That the general debate on this propo-
sition shall extend for four hours—that is, if enough gentlemen
want to speak to ocenpy four hours—one half of the time to be
controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] and
the other half to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Evaxs], and at the end of the four hours the previous
question shall be considered as ordered. In the meantime the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Borraxp], the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Sternexs], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Lareax] shall have the privilege of offering amendments,
and their amendments shall all be pending when the previous
question is ordered.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas.
inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What time will be given to each
one of us to present our amendments?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know about that. The
Chair will recognize these three gentlemen to offer their amend-
ments.

Mr. MANN. To offer thelr amendments.

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER. TFor what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. BOOHER. T rise to ask, if this agreement goes through,
does it cut out everybody else from offering an amendment?

The SPEAKER. It undoubtedly does.

Mr. BOOHER. Does it take unanimous consent?

The SPEAKER. It does.

Mr. BOOHER. Then I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Boongr]
cbjects.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think perhaps a better solu-
tion of the matter wonld be that general debate go on for four
liours, two hours to be controlled by the gentleman from 1ili-
nois [Mr. Evaxs] and two hours to be controlled by myself, and
that at the end of that the previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered, but that amendments may be offered before
or after the previous guestion and voted on without debate.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Borraxp] will readily see that if that agreement is entered
into there might be 50 amendments offered to this resolution on
which the yeas and nays might be demanded.

Mr. BORLAND. Is not that the right of the House, anyway?

Mr. MANN. It is the right of the House to prevent any
amendment being offered under the operation of the previous
question, if the House chooses to.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
general debate be concluded in four hours, one half to be con-
trolled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Evans] and the
other half to be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Borraxp], and

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the general debate be concluded in four hours, one half to be
controlled by the gentleman from Illineis [Mr. Evaxs] and the
other half by myself.

The SPEAKER. If no agreement is entered into, the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Evaxs] under the rules shall have an
Thour, and at any time during that hour, either in the beginning
of it or at the end of it or between the beginning and end, he
can move the previous guestion. If the previous question is
voted, it shuts out everybody else from debate or amendment.

Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
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Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order,

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded.

Mr. BORLAND. It is not desirable to do that. I do not
think the IHouse desires to do that.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
GArrerT] withdraw his demand for the regular order?

Mr. GARRETT. I withdraw it, -Mr. Speaker, for the time
being.

The SPEAKER. Is anyone preferring that request?

Mr. BORLAND. I am preferring a request, as tendered by
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArrerT], that general de-
bate be concluded in four hours, two hours to be controlled by
the gentleman from Illinoils [Mr., Evaxs] and two hours to be
controlled by myself; but I want the unanimous consent to ex-
tend no further than that.

Mr, EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I can not consent to that unless
there is added to it a proposition that at the end of four hours
the previous question shall be considered as ordered.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, it might be possible that the origi-
nal proposition, to which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr,
Boonker] objected, might be agreed to-if it included his right to
offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask that?

Mr. JAMES. I ask that, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JaMEes]
asks unanimous consent that general debate upon this question
shall run for four hours, if enough Members desire to speak to
consume four hours, and that in the meantime, at any time the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp], the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. SrepHENS], the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
LaveAN], and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Booner] shall
have the right to offer amendments, which shall be pending,
and that at the end of four hours the previous question shall
be considered as ordered. Is there objection?

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I do not think it is a good precedent to set In this House, in the
first place, to limit the number of amendments that may be
actually offered. Again, I do not think it is a good precedent
to set here to specify those who shall offer these amendments.
How do the gentlemen in charge of the matter know who wishes
to offer amendments until the matter is actually up? I think
if we are going to specify those who are to offer amendments,
the proper thing to do is for the gentleman who is in charge
of the bill, Mr. Evaxs, through the Speaker, to ascertain if
any gentleman other than those specified wish to offer amend-
ments, and if so, to give them an opportunity to do so.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman desire to
offer an amendment?

Mr. EDWARDS. I do not.

Mr. JAMES. Of counrse, the gentleman from Illinois [Ar.
Evaxs] will be too busy to go around and take a poll of the
membership to find out who wants to offer an amendment.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, the genileman from Ken-
tncky 1s too well versed in the affairs of this House not to know
that that is not necessary. The Speaker could ascertain by
asking if there are other-gentlemen who wish to offer amend-
menta,

Mr. JAMES.
do that.

Mr. EDWARDS. T will be very glad to have that done.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentle-
man from Illinois that the difficulty with that would be that the
amendment may not suggest itself to the Member until debate
hag developed it.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I also had that in mind.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, there are some others who are not
in favor of the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Borraxp] or of the other proposition, but who are in favor
of one of these amendments. I want to know if there is any
way whereby we can express an opinion in regard to the matter,
not being in favor of either of the two propositions?

The SPEAKER. If this unanimous-consent agreement be
made, then the only way the gentleman could express his
opinion wonld be to get time either from the gentleman from
Illincis [Mr, Evaxs] or from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Borraxn].

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if
those gentlemen will give time to me in order that I may
present the amendment that I propose to offer?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
propounds an inquiry fo the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Evaxns] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp], to
know if either one of them, or both, will yield time to him or
anybody else who desires to discuss these amendments?

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, on belhalf of the Committee on the
Library, I desire to say that we do not want to shut out any

I am perfectly willing that the Speaker shall

amendment to any Dropec:lion that is offered here in good faith,
but we do not want any filibuster, and we want a vote on this
proposition to-day.

The SPEAKER. That does not answer the question of the
gentleman from Texas,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas.
offered a resolution.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest to the
gentleman from Texas that if this unanimous-consent agree-
ment is entered into, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bor-
rAND] would have only two hours and the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Evaxs] would have two hours at their cisposal.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then they could yield such time
as they see proper to me for the purpose of explaining the prop-
osition that I desire to offer, and also to other gentlemen to
explain theirs.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, there are a good many gen-
tlemen who desire to deliver speeches here to-day.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BORLAND. .If this unanimous-consent agreement is not
adopted, I understand the procedure will be that the gentle-
man from Illinois, who has called up the resolution, would be
entitled to ome hour in his own right, during any time of
which he may move the previous question, In order to secure
further debate, it would be necessary to vote down that pre-
vious question, and then anybody else who arose would secure
another hour.

The SPEAKER. That is correct.

Mr. BORLAND. And then if an amendment were proposed,
anybody would secure an hour for or against an amendment as
long as the previous gquestion be voted down.

The SPEAKER. That is a parliamentary situation.

Mr. BORLAND. Then, Mr. Speaker, I think we can expedite
this matter by the committee allowing these gentleman freedom
of amendment if we limit the general debate to four hours. My,
purpose was that debate be limited to four hours and that
amendments be offered either before or after the previous ques-
tion and voted on without further debate, and I believe that the
committee will see that that will be the best sgolution of the
question.

Mr, EVANS. That is provided, however, that the previous
question be considered as ordered, and then we can vote on your
amendment—— 3

Mr. BORLAND. The agreement is that the amendments be
offered before or after the previous question is voted on without
debate.

Mr. EVANS. Provided there is a proper limitation on the
number of amendments.

Mr. BORLAND. But the gentleman will see the objection to
a limitation npon the number of amendments. Some gentleman
might move the previous question, or the time for the previous
question might arrive before some gentleman might have had
an opportunity to gain the floor to offer his amendment,

Mr, EVANS., That will be your fault.

Mr. BORLAND. No; it will not be my fault at all any more
than your fault

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I may
want to offer an amendment here, and I do not want to be
barred out. I do not want to claim for others what I would not
claim for myself.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, MANN. I wish the Chair would state again the proposi-
tion, I

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that general debate on
this question shall run for four hours, provided enough gentle-
men want to speak to use four hours, one half to be controlled
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] and the other
half by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Evaxs]: at the end
of the four hours’ debate the previous question shall be con-
gidered as ordered, and in the meantime the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. BorLanp] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
SrepHENS], the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. LAFEAN],
and the gentleman from Missourl [Mr. Boorner] shall have the
right to offer amendments, and they shall be considered as pend-
ing.

Mr. GRAY. What about an amendment from the gentleman
from Indiana? Have I the right to offer an amendment?

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman from Indiana is not
included in the pool.

Mr. GRAY. Waell, I object.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then I shall be forced to object,
unless I have time to present my amendment.

Mr. GRAY. I object to anything I am not in.

Mr., POU. Mr., Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from
Indiana be included in the request.

Mr. Speaker, I have already,
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Pou] asks that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gray] be
included in this privilege to offer an amendment.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to include the gen-
tleman from Indiana in the request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object unless I
have time to present our amendment in 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
says he will object.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas,
minutes.

Mr. GARRHETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
it seems perfectly apparent the more the matter is discussed
the further and further away from an agreement the House
gets. There ought to be an end to it some time. I do not wish
to interfere with the arrangement which the gentlemen have
agreed upon, and it will be perfectly satisfactory to me if we
could get it through, but it is evident we can not get it through,
and therefore I demand the regular order.

Mr. JAMES. I think, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is the
only one standing between the House and an agreement.

Mr. GARRETT. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I withhold the
demand until we hear what can be agreed upon.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think that the House gen-
erally would like to reach a final vote on this measure to-day.
[Applause.] We are getting too near the end of the session.
Important supply bills are pressing for attention, and I think
that the proposition submitted by Mr. Evans on one side and
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] on the other, of
a four hours’ debate, is reasonable, considering the general de-
mand for an opportunity to say something on this measure, but
I do believe that the agreement ought to carry with it the
condition that there should be a final vote within a reasonable
time after that on the resolution and any amendments that may
be offered.

The SPEAKER. There will be a final vote immediately; a
vote on these amendments, and then a vote on the main ques-
tion, but in the meantime the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
STEPHENS] serves notice that he will object unless Mr, EvaNs
and Mr. BorraND, or either of them, yields him 10 minutes.

Mr. GARRETT. I did not hear that, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think out of four hours we
are entitled to at least 10 minutes,

Mr. EVANS. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas half
of that time, Mr. Speaker, if Mr. BorLaxp will yield the other
half.

Mr. BORLAND. I did not understand the gentleman.

Mr. EVANS, I said I would yield the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from Missouri

I should like to have at least 10

Mr. BORLAND. I yield to the gentleman from Texas five
minutes under that agreement.

Mr. BOOHER. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentle-
men who are managing this thing apparently, that the debate be
limited to five hours; that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Borraxp] control two hours, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Evaxs] control two, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Steraens] control one. That will let us take the vote at 6
o'clock. Those who are opposed to these two propositions
ought to have more time than 10 minutes, and unless there is
something of that kind I will object.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order.

Mr. JAMES. I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri that
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sternexs] only wanted 10
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. What is the proposition?

The SPEAKER. The proposition as modified is this: That
general debate shall run for four hours, two hours to be con-
trolled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BorrAxp] and
two hours by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Evaxs], each one
of them agreeing to yield out of that time five minutes apiece to
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. StepHeNs], and that the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] and the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Stepaens] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Lareax] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BooHER]
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gray] shall have the
privilege of offering amendments, and that at the end of the
four hours the previous question shall be considered as ordered

80

on the bill and the amendments to final passage. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr., BOOHER. I object.

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to make a

parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate joint resolution (8. J. Res. 1568) approving the plan, design, and
location for a Lincoln Memorial.

Resolved, ete., That the plan, design, and location for a Lincoln
Memorial, determined upon and recommended to Congress December
4, 1012, by the commission created by the act entitled “*An act to pro-
vide a commission to secure Elans and designs for an monument or
memorial to the memory of Abraham Lincoln,” approved February 9,
1911, be, and the same are hereby, approved.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes of my time
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarr]. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, the chief guestion pending be-
fore the House is whether Abraham Lincoln shall have a memo-
rial in the city of Washington. There ig no other city in the
world, however large it may be, that has so many statues and
monuments in its streets and public squares as has this city.
There is the towering obelisk to Washington, unique in its im-
pressiveness among all the memorials of the world. Then we
have statues to generals, big and little, mounted upon horses of
every breed, that give to some portions of the city the appear-
ance of a cavalry parade. We have monuments to the foreign
soldiers who aided us in establishing the independence of this
country, and we have monuments and memorials to sailors of
every period of our history. But the eye will search in vain
for any memorial reared by the Nation in its Capital to the man
who saved the Union, and in the saving of it gave up his life
here, whose name was signed upon the title deed of freedom
to 4,000,000 of slaves, and who reflected far greater fame upon
the country by what he did in this city than any other of
our statesmen. Congress has neglected its duty in this respect
for a half century, and it is a reproach upon it. Lincoln does
not need this monument. His place will be secure in the hearts
of his countrymen for all time, and the homage of the struggling
millions of mankind will go out forever to the man who illus-
trated the very chivalry of democracy. But the reproach will be
upon us. I believe that the time has come at last when Congress
can no longer fail to perform its duty to put up here in the city
of Washington, the Capital of the country, a memorial to the
greatest political genius our country ever produced. [Applause.]

I do not propose to be diverted into the discussion whether
we should utilize the fame of Lincoln and attempt to discharge
our duty to him Ly the construction of a national highway or by
entering upon the policy of building boulevards in the different
States. That Is a question that should rest by itself. I think
that Gettysburg was a great and dramatic battle, and that the
boulevard, if one is ever to be built from here to Gettysburg,
would be a very fitting thing. Before we do that we must look
to the sources of our constitutional power. That question, I said,
should be settled by itself. But if we are ever to have a memo-
rial in the shape of a highway to commemorate the fame of
Lincoln, then I think that highway should be built between
Washington and Richmond.

Those are the two cities that but for him wounld have been
the eapitals of two independent nations. Belween those cities
was fought out the question whether we should have in this
couniry one republic or two republics—whether we should have
one flag or two flags. Lincoln fought for the idea of an indi-
visible nation, with its capital in the city of Washington. The
Confederacy had its capital at Richmond. There was her presi-
dent, there her cabinet, there her congress. There she kept her
arms and her chariot.

That great contest was finally settled in favor of one country
and one flag. If, then, we are to have a highway memorial to
Abraham Lincoln, let it connect those two cities which but for
him would have been the capitals of two hostile republics, and
let that highway be built across the ground every inch of which
was fought over by contending armies, over ground made fertile
by the reddest and richest blood that was ever shed in war.
[Applause.]

1 take it that the ITouse of Representatives has no disposition
to-day to deny to Abraham Lincoln a memorial in the National
Capital. Then the question comesg, What sort of a memorial
shall it be, and where shall it be placed? When I held the posi-
tion now occupied by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLaypex]
as chairman of the Committee on the Library, I endeavored to
secure some sort of a memorial to Abraham Lincoln in the city
of Washington. I endeavored to have the memorial in some way
associated with the Capitol, but I found upon study that it
would be so overshadowed by the Capitol that it wonld not be
suitably placed.

The question of the site and the memorial was referred by
Congress to a commission, and in the determination of the deci-
sion of that question we had the benefit of the best expert ad-
vice in the world. We had the National Commission of Fine

Arts. Upon that commission was Burnham, the architect of the

S
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World's Fair buildings at Chicago, and at the time of his death
without a peer, I believe, among the architects of the world.
We had that true artist, Frank Millet, whose loss perceptibly
augmented even the appalling horror of the Tifanic disaster.
We had the great landscape architect, Frederick Law Olmsted,
and we also had the greatest of living sculptors, Daniel French.
‘There never was a better corps of artists, representing not one
branch of art alone but representing it in its broadest aspects,
than that which we had to aid us in coming to the decision that
we reached.

They reporied in favor of taking the site upon the banks of
the Totomac, on the line of the axis running from the dome of
the Capitol through the Washington Monument, and nearly a
mile from the Monument. Just opposite, upon the other side,
rises the home of the great Confederate chieftain, Robert E.
Lee. [Applause.] Then they recommended that we adopt the
plan which gentlemen—>Members of the IHouse=have seen dis-
played in the House lobby yonder.

Two objections have been made to that plan. The first is

. that it does not represent the idea of efficlency; that it is a
mere waste of money to expend so much for an unproductive
work. The other objection is that it is unsuoitable in character
to the memory of Lincoln.

I am entirely willing to rest under the scorn of gentlemen who
think that we should put everything in life upon the basis of
efliciency. I know there are men who would think it a mere
waste of time to carve an Apollo or a Venus, when the same
amount of labor might rear a hovel to shelter some human
liead; or who would regard the work of a painter, spending
many months of his life in putting immortal tints upon canvas,
as a mere waste of fime, when he might devote his energies to
painting many buildings and preserving them against the
weather. But I have myself no sympathy with this view. I
not only do not regard it as waste to encourage those pursuits
which aim to cultivate and satisfy our sense of beauty, but I
believe they make an appeal which makes life richer and better
for all of us.

The notion of mere efficiency wounld cover this world of ours
with concreie structures, builf with the most nicely calculated
strains, and would fill them up with human automatons, each
devoted to his own narrow specialty, perhaps of making a boot
heel, and chased by fast fiying machinery all through the day.
We might produce more under such system, but the individual
would be shrunk, it would make of us a race of dwarfs, and
our ores and coal, I believe, might better be permitted to re-
main in the earth’s untouched bosom. I wounld not have our
country, when the final reckoning is to be made between her
and other nations, have nothing to present but an abnormally
developed efficiency, and have that put beside the painting,
the sculpture, the literature, the musie, the architecture, and
those other consummate flowers of civilization which other na-
tions would bring. I do not underestimate a highly developed
industrial system, if only there should be the more developed
also those higher and more artistic expressions of the aspi-
rations of our race, which should be the choicest possession of
every one of its children.

As to the fitness of this work, it is said that you are going
to erect in memory of Abraham Lincoln a Greek temple. But
what would you have? Would we have an Egyptian obelisk,
would we have a Turkish mosque, or a Gothie or Romanesque
chapel, or would we have an American skyscraper? We must
have some type, and by common consent there has been no type
better fitted for this purpese than that shown in the marvelous
conception of the Greek. In whatever relates to artistic ex-
pression, whether in poetry, in eloguence, in sculpture, or in
architecture, who is there in the world who can surpass the
Greek? What more speaking marbles were ever carved than
those of Phidias? What strains >f poetry bave ever broken
with sweeter music on the human ear than those of Homer and of
Pindar? 7Where else has eloguence reached the chiseled beauty
of Demosthenes? And although buf few remmants of the archi-
tecture of the Greeks have survived the hand of the barbarian
and the tooth of time, yet when we come in view of some frag-
ments of them to-day, broken though they may be, and 20
centuries after their time, we stand before them enthralled in
wonder. )

There is nothing more Dbeautiful in architecture than the
column of the Greek. Would we speak scornfully of this Capitol
in which we now are as a Greek temple? What building in the
world Is more decorated with the Greek style of architecture
than this? The Greek column speaks. It illustrates dignity,
beauty, simplicity, and strength. However the soul of Abra-
ham Lincoln might have been chiseled in its shaping, as he came
finally to be every one of those elements was represented in his
character,

So, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this memorial, which has been
designed by the greatest artists and architects whose advice we
could procure. I am in favor of it because of its site upon the
banks of the Potomac. It will be upon a spot over which the
eyes of Lincoln used fo look longingly and yearningly toward
that part of the Union which he was trying to keep as a part of
our common country. It will have across the river the home
of the great Confederate chieftain, which now is the cemetery
of thousands of heroes who wore both the blue and the gray.
It will be a memorial in keeping with the majesty and the
beauty of his character. In the fitness of its location, in the
nobility of its character, and in the unique fame which it shall
forever commemorate generations distant will be the day when
it shall be paralleled by any other memorial reared to any one
of the children of men. [Applause.]

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time,
and ask that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BoroAND] now

proceed.

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman is evidently under the im-
pression that I have some time. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman
does not want to use any more time now, I will ask for time
in my own right.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize any gentleman who
desires to speak.

Mr. BORLAND, Afr. Speaker

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized
for one hour. )

Mr. BORLAND. Perhaps the gentleman from Illinois is
unaware that an agreement has not been made.

Mr. EVANS. Oh, no; I am aware that there is no agreement.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the
balance of his time, which is 45 minutes, and the gentleman
from Missouri is recognized for an hour.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a
substitute which I offer for the pending resolution, which I ask
to have read at this time.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the Senate ich House of Representatives concurring)
That the plan, design, and location for a Lincoln memorlal determin
upon and recommended to Congress December 4, 1012, by the commis-

n created by the act entitled “An act to provide a commission to
secure plans and designs for a monument or memorial to the memory
of Abraham Lincoln,” approved February 9, 1911, be, and th
hereby, disapproved and the commission is hereby continu
tions to report to Congress at the session beginning the ay
in December, 1013, upon a memorial highway from Washington to the
national battle ficld of Geﬂysbug, or any other appropriate memorial
road, bridge, institution, or stru 1
- Mr. MANN. Is this an amendment offered by the gentleman,
or a substitute?

Mr. BORLAND. A substitute.

The SPEAKER. It seems to be an amendment in the nature
of a substitute. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the Howuse of Representalives concurring)

That the plan, , and loeation for a Lincoln memorial, determined

upon and recommended to Congress December 4, 1012, by the commis-

sion created by the act entitled “An act to provide a commission to

secure plans and designs for a monument or memorial to

of Abrﬁmm Lineoln,” approved February 9, 1911, be,

hereby, disapproved, and the commission is hereby continued, with diree-

tions to report to éongress at the session begining the first Monday in
a memorial highway from Washington to the

December, 1913, u %
national battle field of Gettysburg, or any other appropriate memorial

road, bridge, institution, or structure.

Mr. MIANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the
amendment is not in order; or, I am perfectly willing to reserve
it for a time, if the gentleman desires fo address the House.

The SPEAKER. What is the point of order made by the
gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. MANN. The point of order is, first, that this is a joint
resolution which the gentleman proposes to change to a con-
current resolution; second, that the amendment is not germane
to the resolution pending before the House.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, the substitute was drawn at
the time that the concurrent resolution was on the calendar.
Then they discovered their blunder and changed it to a joint
resolution, and the joint resolution has been called up. I ask
that this be changed to the proper form of a joint resolution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw
it. remodel it, and offer it again,

Mr. BORLAND. I ask that it be changed by substituting
the words “ Resolved by the Senafe and House of Representa-
tives in Congress assembled,” and that it be entitled a joint
resolution.

Mr. MAXN. If the gentleman will move to strike out all
after the resolving clause, he will have no difficulty about that
proposition.

Mr. BORLAND. I offer it as a substitute for all after the
resolving clause.
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the modification.
The Clerk read as follows:
Strike ont sll after the resolving clauvse and insert the following.

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to read the body of the
substitute again.

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the amendment is not germane fo the reselution pending
before the House; or I will reserve the point of order if the
gentleman does not desire it disposed of at this fime.

The SPEAKER. Which of the alternatives does the genfle-
man from Missouri prefer? I

Mr. BORLAND., I will ask the gentleman to reserve his
point of order. I do not think there ig anything in it, but let
it be reserved.

Mr. MANN. I think the point of order is perfectly good, but
I am willing to reserve it and let the gentleman discuss his
proposition.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bor-
1.AND] is recogmized for an hour.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr, Smerwoop]. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suerwoob]
is recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, T have here another Lincoln
memorial project, handed me this morning by Col. McElroy,
editor of the National Tribune, which has been approved by
many citizens and citizen soldiers of Washington. This scheme
has a utility feature. It provides for a Lincoln temple at the
corner of Seventh Street and Pennsylvania Avenune, where the
Government owns the ground, and for a great convention hall,
where the people from the whole country coming here in re-
ligious, commercial, and other conventions, can have a free and
convenient meeting place. As stated by Col. McElroy, it would
be to Washington what the Forum was to Rome and the Acrop-
olis to Athens. It would be a Greek temple with a meaning—
a temple of patriotism. But in my limited time I can not
discuss this project. I am for the Lincoln highway—72 miles—
from Washington to Getiysburg.

Only once did I ever meet Abraham Lincoln. That was on
the 4th of March, 1865, when I was clothed in the grim harness
of war, with my once blue uniform tarnished with grime from
the red-clay roads of merihiern Georgia. In November, 1804,
I voted as an Ohio soldier for Abraham Lincoln for Presi-
dent while on the march in western Tennessee—voted in an old
camp kettle, and we connted the votes at night by the light of
the biveunac fires. I want to vote for a permanent and fitting
and generous testimonial to Abraham Lincoln now, but not for
n $2,000,000 Greek temple, to commemorate the greatest Ameri-
can of his epoeh, who never even learned ihe Greek alphabet.
[Applause.]

We have hundreds of monuments dedicated to Abraham Lin-
coln now. We have four in this National Capital. Under the
great ceniral dome stands, in white marble, Vinonie Ream’s
famons statue of Abraham Lincoln in the plain clothes of an
American citizen. Only a few feet to the left is another statue—
head and bust—also in marble, double heroic size. In Judi-
cinry Sguare, on a raised pedestal, is a full-length statvne of
Lincoln, also in marble. In Lincoln Park stands the historic
bronze statue of Lincoln unshackling the slave. Bo far as I
know, none of the patriotic people of the United States are
demanding more multiplication of Lincoln statues in this city.
The city is now full of statues and monuments that are silent
and cold and stand for nothing but Grecian art and sculpture
and remind us only of nations and civilizations that are dead.

I will vote for a monument or statue, with ideasg in it—a
statue {o fittingly typify Abraham Lincoln’s mission and career.
But there is nothing in this Greek temple, however artistic,
however ornate, however impressive, that even suggests to the
critical observer either the character, or career, or mission of
Abraham Lincoln. Lincoln was never a student of Greek art
or Greek sculpture. A Greek temple would be an appropriate
testimonial to a learned linguist of a national university who
had worn out his life in teaching the literature of a dead lan-
guage, or of a Pagan civilization long since dead, but never for
a great citizen of this Republic, who never saw the inside of a
universify in his school days and who learned to read books
at night by the light of a pine-knot fire. Born in a cabin, he
breathed the untainted air of the woods and fields. Born poor,
but rich in soul and brain and hope and courage. Can we
satisfy the pairiotic longings of the American people to fit-
tingly commemorate the memory of Lincoln by erecting a
$2,000,000 Grecian temple in the National Capital? I do not
believe it. We concede that no more is to be said of Abraham
Linecoln fhan has already been written. History has said its
last word. We all know that he was, of all public men of his

time, the simplest in manners, the most all-pervading in human
sympathy, the most constant in his devotion fo his ideals,
North or South, he has no critics to-day. I met him only once,
But I stood within 10 feet of Abrabham Lincoln on the 4th of
March, 1865, and heard him deliver his last inaugural—his last
oration on earth. I heard him say:

Fondly do we hope, fervently do we pray, that this mighty scour,
of war may speedily pass away. With malice toward none, wi
charity for all, with firmness in the right, ns God gives us to see the
right, let us strive to finish the work we are in, to bind up the Nation's
wounds, to care for him who shall have bourne the battle, and for his
widow and his orphan.

[Applause.]

We have made 48 years of history since that eventful day, but
I can see Lincoln now as I saw him then, a tall, gaunt, stalwart
man, with deep lines of care furrowing hig cheeks, with inex-
pressible sadness in his face, a face that told the story of a
man of many sorrows. A sad face, a strong face, a face ra-
diant with the inspiration of a great soul, as he voiced in
prophecy the ultimate destiny of this Nation. As a soldier of
the Republic I heard Abraham Lincoln voice his national ideals
in his last oration to the American people, and to-day as a
citizen of a restored Republic I intend to vote for my con-
scientious conception of those ideals, It is time we had some
American art and American sculpture and American ideas in
this National Capital. The brave and prescient patriots of the
Revolutionary epoch who founded this Capital and started the
young Republic on its career never intended to make this city
the home of wealth and monumental splendor, like Athens or
Rome. It was intentionally located in the wilderness, that the
representatives of the people should be free from the venal in-
fluences, the demoralizing environment of a dominating social
set of money-fat idlers. [Applause.] This is the only great
Capital around the world originally planned in native forest.
All the great capitals of the Old World had long commercial
lives before being crowned as capitals. It was only 4S5 days
after the last act of ratification of the Federal Constitution that
the first-born Congress of the original thirteen States decreed
the wilderness on the eastern shore of the Iotomac as the
future Capital of the Republie. g

Only a short time ago I was much amused over the observations
of a newly married pair from Fort Wayne, Ind., who came here
to shed their honeymoon. They were gazing in awe and admira-
tion at the semicolossal group of statuary on the east front of
the Capitol by Persico, erected in 1846, representing the dis-
covery of America. Columbus is personated holding at arm’s
length a small globe on the top of which is cut * America.”
Beneath his ponderous legs crouches an awe-stricken Indian
girl without a particle of drapery to shield her shapeliness from
the gaze of mankind. It took five years.to make the group and
cost us $24,000. The ridiculous phase of this historic group
was very pertinently illustrated by the observations of our
young couple from Fort Wayne. I was not surprised when the
young lady remarked, “I reckon that is Pocahontas and Capt.
John Smith.” *No; Flo,” remarked the young man, * that is
not a captain’s uniform and Pocahontas never appeared in that
shape without something on. This chap has on tight pants
you see and baseball sandals, and what's that he's got in his
hands? That is probably a baseball. I tell you what I think
this is, Flo, you know Washington has got a baseball team
called the Senators, and I'll bet yer this represents the pitcher,
as the champion of America, bossing the Goddess of Liberty,
and that stone woman on the Dome is the Goddess,” [Laughter.]

The young lady smiled sweetly on the young man, in evident
pride that he was so well up in the classicg, and they walked
over to view the other group just opposite. This group is in-
tended to represcent the sentiment of America. It is by Green-
ough and was executed in 1842 and cost $24,000. There are five
figures—a hunfer rescning a naked white woman, with a naked
baby, from a naked savage, while by the side of the woman is
the faithful dog, appearing as if he did not know what all the
racket is about. “ What do you say that is, Charlie?” said our
sweet nineteen. Charlie gazed intently at the naked Indian, the
nude woman, the undraped baby, and the indifferent dog, and
then slowly said, “ Flo, I just give that up.” Flo and Charlie
are no exceptions to the great run of tourists. Thousands of
visitors and curiosity hunters gaze daily upon these ridiculous
groups of allegorical statuary, and no one appears to compre-
hend their significance,

A NAKED GEORGE WASHINGTON.

One of the most hideous pieces of arf that mortal man ever
beheld is the colossal statue of George Washington, by Green-
ough, ordered by Congress in 1832 for the Rotunda of the Capi-
tol. It was made in Florence, Italy; was eight years in con-
struetion; is 12 feet high; weighs 12 tons; and cost $44.000. In
1840 the U, 8. frigate Constitution was dispatched to Florenve;,
Italy, to bring this monstrous monstrosity to the United States, =
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It was landed here in 1841, found to be too large for the
Rotunda. and it stood in front of the Capitol for over half a cen-
tury. It is now hidden from all human eyes, and I trust forever.

This immense figure represents George Washington naked to
the waist, sitting in a chair. The right hand is raised high
above the head and points to heaven; the left hand holds a
Roman short sword, with the handle presented. A mantle falls
over the legs. There is a small figure of Columbus on the left
side and of an Indian on the other. There is a Latin motto
carved on the back of the chair and on the front of the pedestal
in raised letters. We might excuse a sculptor who would set
up for public admiration the nude figure of a gladiator or a
prize fighter. but was it not a hideous thing to put up a naked
George Washington in front of our National Capitol? Without
golng further into the observations of rural tourists, is it not
an oulrage on American art fo have a statue of George Wash-
ington naked, sitting in the chair of a Roman emperor, holding
the sword of a Roman soldier, encompassed about with Roman
symbols, and disfigured with a Latin motto? And yet this statue
is a classic, patterned to commemorate Pagan art and sculpture,
the same as the proposed Greck temple.

Go down Capitol Hill and look at the unsightly monstrosity—
that marble memorial to Gen. Grant. We have just wasted a
quarter of a million on that statue. Take a view of the pedestal
in the center, surrounded by four African lions, crouchant with
desperate claws. At one end of this misfit in marble is a group
in bronze, intended to represent four plunging, crouching, rear-
ing artillery horses, pulling a G-pounder cannon over an im-
possible road of stumps and mud, with the two leading horses,
with forelegs high in air, over a precipice. A cruel, painful
coneeption, and entirely inappropriate, as Gen. Grant never
commanded a battery in war and never shotted a cannon. And
the Africap lions—not even a product of America. Not an idea
in it to remind us of Gen. Grant; not a suggestion of the re-
markable career, both in war and peace, of the forex ost man of
all the world.

Look at the equestrial statue of Gen. Jackson in front of the
White House. See the hero of New Orleans on an impossible
war horse, a classie from Rome, if you please, patterned after
the show riders of the Roman ampitheater, with their horses
on their hind legs in the sawdust, Not thus sat Gen. Jackson
in war's reeling fray, when the foam hung from the lips of his
fired horse and his wet limbs were slashed with the bloody
slime of the battle field.

Took at the great figure above the central dome of this Capitol,
that probably 90,000,000 of people think is the Goddess of Lib-
erty. This is also an Italian product—a Roman classie, if you
please. It was designed by Crawford in Rome in 1858. It is
the figure of a woman, the sword and shield of a soldier, and
the Phrygian helmet of a Pagan. This helmet is plerced by a
crest of eagle quilis, The only thing American about this statue
is the eagle quills. Hence we have no Goddess of Liberty on
the dome to personate a country all free and forever to be free.
T.et us chisel off the barbarous Pagan helmet and plice a lib-
erty eap instead, with a tiara of 48 stars, and bespangle it with
joweled gems from our mountains and mines—something Ameri-
can, something to symbolize a great Republic. [Applause.]

Take the Washington Monument, conceived and planned and
originally built fo the height of 152 feet by the contributions of
patriotic citizens aml societies. And how does that immense
pile of white marble compare with Mount Vernon as a national
shrine. Not at all. There is no sentiment, no patriotic in-
spiration in the cold conceits of sculptured marble. The hun-
freds of thousands of visifors and excursionists to this Na-
tional Capitol take a far-away look at this cold marble pile
and then go to Mount Vernon, And in the environment of the
home of George Washington, in the association of George Wash-
ington with his historic mansion, and in the presence of his
tomb Mount Vernon and not the Washington Monument has be-
come our national shrine. And it will so remain long after the
Washington Monument has c¢rumbled into dust.

The most heroie incident in the life of Abraham Lincoln was
his oration on the battle field of Gettysburg. It is conceded to
be the leading classic in the heroie literature of the war period.
The most valued and heroie incident in the life of Abraham
Lincoln was his oration on this great battle field. Here was
fought the most desperate, the most signal, and the most de-
cisive battle of the entire four years' war. Next July the last
gad remmanis of two great armies—the bloe and the gray—
will meet in reunion on the battle field of Gettysburg—a con-
tinent-wide patriotic reunion fo proclaim to all the world that
this Nation is now one and inseparable. TLet the Congress of
the United States embrace this occasion to make that battle
field a sacred national shrine. Let us build from this now
overly ornated Capitol a national highway, to be known for

all time as the Lincoln Highway to Gettysburg. And on the spot
where Lincoln stood when he delivered his memorial oration
on that ever memorable November day let us erect a4 marble tab-
let, with every shining sentence of that Immortal classic ent
into the solid marble. [Applause.] Let us have a memorial to
Abraham Lincoln with ideas in it—ideas of patriotic inspira-
tion. Monuments have no sympathy, no emotion, no voice.
Let us have tokens and symbols that are prescient with ingpira-
tion for the fuiure of our country. The great present, with
its growing zeal for humanity, with a culture deepened and
broadened by science and enriched by all history, with its strong
winged soul of prophecy, hot with the blood beats of a realized
brotherhood claims us, calls us, and holds us. Let us not
stagger back into pagan darkness to study art and sculpture
from nations and eivilizations long since dead that knew neither
g-hastiry nor charity nor Christ. Give us something with life
in it—American ideas vibrant with the full-throated voice of
patriotic inspiration. Let us make a national shrine of Gettys-
burg and build a broad highway to this Capitol and hallow it
for all time with the revered name of Lincoln. [Continued
applause.]

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, the fame of Abraham Lincoln
is a growing one. Forty-seven years after his death his fame
is greater to-day among his compatriots than ever before.
Monuments have been built to Abraham Lincoln beginning
almost with the time of his unhappy decease, and as years 2o
by these monumenis have been discarded by the American
people as uiterly inappropriate and insufficient to express the
profound national appreciation of the wondrous character of
Abraham Lincoln.

It was nof that he was a ruthless conqueror, it was not that
he was a pagan philosopher, it was not that he was a Lorenzo
di Medici, patron of the fine arts, but that he was a great.
profound student of human nature, with a sympathetic heart
that beat in unison with the humblest citizen of his native land.

And as that impression has gone forth throughout all the
rank and file of American citizenship, the monument to Lin-
coln’s fame has gained an enduring foundation which will raise
it to the eternal skies.

With all due respect to this Lincoln Commission, no one is
prepared to admit that they have spoken the final word for the
preservation of Lincoln’s fame. It would not have been possi-
ble hefore the present time to secure an appropriation of
$2,000,000 to commemorate any American except Washington.
These other monuments have cost trifling sums in comparison,
but they are discarded as utterly inadequate for the purpose.
Washington contains Lincoln monuments, one at the courthouse
and one on Lincoln Square. There is no dearth of Lincoln
monnments, big and liftle, but they have not commanded the
love and veneration of the American people as being expressive
of the American ideal of Lincoln.

I am opposed to this Greek temple on one hand and T am
in fayvor of the highway on the other. My views are simply
stated: First, I believe the Greek temple is wholly inappro-
priate and will be so deemed by the American people. Secoid,
I believe that the highway is nearer to a perpetual monument
of Lincoln, nearer to expressing the epoch of American history,
than any other form of memorial capable in or about the Na-
tional Capital.

When this committee was chosen for the task of spending
$2,000,000 of the people's money for a memorial in the ecity of
Washington, they were confronted at once with the difficulty of
spending that large sum without preducing something that
would defract from the National Capitol and the Washington
Monument. It was a matter of some difficulty to spend such a
sum and get any adequate return upon the money without
erecting something that would produce an unfavorable com-
parison with the Washington Monument. Finally the com-
mittee hit on the Greek temple plan, or the Greek temple plin
was conceived in the minds of the Fine Arts Commission, and
the committee were induced to sanction it.

My, Speaker, the Greek temple form of construction is a very
familiar one to architects, as I understand. It has been adapted
to all kinds of public buildings, treasuries, churches, libraries,
and art galleries. It has been duplicated countless times in the
city of Washington and in every other great capital in the
world. It will be duplicated countless times. It is the most
hackneyed form of architectural art known now to architects.
Architecture or art is, or should be, some expression of the age
and clime which gives it birth. The Greek temple consists of a
large rectangular building with a heavy, flat roof supported
by colummns. It is the product of a land of perpetual sunshine,
where light and air are free and where the only desirable
quality of the building is shade. We have transplanted that
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form to our land of gray skies, to a land of wintry storms, to
a land of artificial light and artificial heat, and we have adapted
it successfully to many public buildings.

1f the designs of this art commission are carried out, we shall
have a great mall reaching from here to the Washington Monu-
ment, lined on both sides with buildings of Greek temple con-
struction—one for the Department of Commerce and Labor, one
for the Department of Justice, one for the Department of the
Interior, one for the Department of Agriculture. There will
be perhaps six or eight great white marble Greek temples

. stretehing down from here to the Washington Monument. Then
on the other side of the Monument will be another Greek temple
if this resolution be adopted, only that Greek temple will be
empty. It will contain only a heroic statue of Lincoln clad in
American clothes, and it will be called a memorial to Abraham
Lincoln. The Fine Arts Commission have so committed them-
selves to the Greek temple form of construction for Washing-
ton that they will turn every building in the Capifal into a
Greek temple in the course of time if their plans are carried
out. Nobody would be able to teéll whether that Lincoln me-
morial was an addition to the Bureau of Engraving and Print-
ing or whether it was a storage place for congressional seeds
until he got inside of it. The Bureau of Engraving and Print-
ing, just now approaching completion, is a modification of the
Greek temple with its heavy columns. The architectural ab-
surdity of trying to adapt that plan to every conceivable build-
ing could not be better illusirated than in what happened at
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, for in a bullfling of that
kind the most desirable thing is light, and the thing that the
Greek temple excludes is light. They have actually gone to the
length of moving the glass windows out to fill up the inter-
yvening spaces between the columns in order to secure the neces-
sary light for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. I am
informed, my colleagues, that your Fine Arts Commission actu-
ally drew plans for a school building in the District of Columbia
in the form of the Greek temple, and when it was found it
would requirve artificial light in the daytime for the children fo
study they discarded the scheme and burned up the plans. So
the Greek temple, beautiful as it may be, is not adapted to
every possible purpose, and certainly it is not adapted to a
commemoration of a great American commoner. A week ago
this day, when this matter was supposed to come up, one of
the greatest artists in the country, Guston Borglum, was in the
city of Washington. He is the man who molded that wonder-
ful rugged head of Lincoln that stands in the rotunda of this
Capitol, the most remarkable head of Lincoln that has ever
been produced. I take it he is an artist whose artistic criti-
cism is of some value. Borglum said that the Greek temple
project does not contain $10,000 worth of art in the whole
$2.000,000 worth of appropriation. He says that is a stone-
mason’s job. The hackneyed femple design is simply enlarged
to use up the requisite amount appropriated. If Congress had
approprinted $4,000,000, if could have made it twice as big.
Yet that interview was taken by every reporter to the papers
in Washington and went into the waste-paper basket. Borglum
says the epoch of Lincoln is filled with all the marvelous
tragedies of the human heart.

It shows a great people emerging from the most tremendous
struggle in history to solve the great problem of self-government,
and the great problem of justice and equality to the weak, and

,that, being vital with everything that speaks of American life
and American history, has been embalmed and ossified into a
Gnit}alk ttemple borrowed from a distant age, and a pagan age
at that.

I am opposed to the Greek femple as wholly inappropriate
under any aspect to express the American sentiment for Lincoln.

, My colleagues, this Greek temple proposition is not primarily a
memorial to Lincoln at all. It is a part of a much larger
' =cheme, called, I believe, the “ McMillan plan ™ for the beautifi-
| cation, as they call it, of Washington by turning it into a vast
 mausoleum. If Congress had appropriated $2,000,000 for a
| memorial to Alexander Hamilton or Thomas Jefferson, or, per-
|haps, as the gentleman from Illinois suggested, Jefferson Davis,
| the ¥ine Arts Commission would have dished up the same
fidentlcal Greek temple. It is not any more appropriale for
- Lincoln, in fact less appropriate for Lincoln, than any American
| that could possibly be named. It need not be assumed that these
| $2,000,000 of the people’s money which would be expended for
this useless purpose will be the end of the matter. That build-
ing will have to be heated, lighted, plumbed, furnished with
caretakers, attendants, guards, watchmen, and fuel; $18,000 or
$20,000 a year in the sundry civil bill will not take care of that
building. It is not to be assumed that this is the end of the
expense of a useless building. It is designed to commit Con-

gress to a scheme for the purchase of property in the District
and for the enlargement of the park area of the District, and
for the aequisition of more or less unsalable property in the
District, of which the end can not be foreseen.

Why, there is a companion bill to this, that I mentioned yes-
terday, which has come over from the Senate, to appropriate
$2,300,000 to move the Botanical Gardens into Rock Creek Park.
That is one step contemplated under the present arrangement.
How much more we have no way of telling.

On the other hand, I am in favor of the roadway, not simply
because it has been indorsed by the Grand Army and by organ-
ized labor, and by other American bodies, but because I believe
that there is no point within reach of the National Capital
which is so identified with the epoch of Lincoln and with his
character and career as the great battle field of Gettysburg.
When foreigners come to our shores they do nof come to see
how well we can imitate the temples of ancient Greece; they
do not come to see how well we can copy the Sistine Madonna
or the Last Supper. They come to see something vital of Ameri-
can life, American ideals, and American history. When Ameri-
cans travel about their own country they are not to be shown
copies of the art of some distant age and ¢lime, but something
that will remind them of the struggle and career and triumph
of Americansg, and American history and American ideals.

The most extraordinary figures have been given out in the
report of the Library Committee, I can not now stop to analyze
them, It is said that this road would cost $35,000,000, That
is the mildest statement in this report. In my State, where we
have good roads, we build them for $4,500 a mile—that is, with
a 12-foot surface, with an oil binder.

If you would make this road cost $20,000 a mile, the entire
cost would be less than $1,500,000. There would be given un-
limited contributions by States, by regiments, by patriotic
societies, that would make this memorial to Lincoln not only a
memorial to eternity but a memorial which would constantly
be more and more of a memorial, and not be discarded at some
future date as utterly inadequate to express the national senti-
ment toward Lincoln. It could be made one of the show places
of Ameriea, if not of the entire world.

This memorial, this beautiful boulevard, would reach from
the Nation's Capital to the Nation’s greatest battlefield, to the
culmination of that mighty struggle which solved for all time
the question of the unity of the American Nation. Not a for-
eigner who came to our shores but would make a pilgrimage
over that mighty boulevard from the Capital to the battle feld
or from the battle field to the Capital. Not an American citizen,
not even an American schoolboy, but would feel that the longing
wish of his heart was to see the great battle field of Gettysburg
and then the great Capital of the Nation under whose flag he
lives. ’

That great battle field would be an object of pleasure and in-"
terest besides being an opening of America to Americans. We
send every year thousands of Americans and millions of Amer-
fcan dollars to Europe, and yet we have more in this country to
show them of natural beaunty and heroic and historie trinmph
than they have in any country elsewhere on the civilized globe.

That boulevard would reach from the Capital to that great
battle fleld which was immortalized not only by the burning
words of Lincoln but by the dauntless heroism of the citizen
soldiers of America, who on that great field for three long days,
under a burning July sun, hurled themselves against ench other
in the greatest war of modern times, and proved to themselves
and to all the world that they were one in race, one in ecourage,
and one in destiny. [Applause.] TUpon that great historic
field during this current year will meet the veterans of the
North and the veterans of the South, to clasp hands forever
across the bloody chasm and to mark the realization and the
fulfillment of the dearest wish of Abraham Lincoln—a peaceful,
prosperous, reunited American Nation. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I thank you. I reserve the bal.
ance of my time, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, T desire to be recog-
nized for the purpose of offering an amendment, which I send
to the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STerHENS]
offers his amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike oat all after the resolving clause and Insert the following :

“That the plan, design, and location for a Lincoln Memorial deter-

s December 4, 1912, bf' the
lss

mined uPon and recommended to Com
*An act to provide a commission

commission created by the act entitled
to scenre plans and designs for a monument or memorial to the memory
of Abraham Lincoln,” approved February 9, 1911, be, and the same are
hereby, disapproved, and the said commission is hereby continued,
with directions to select a location in the city of Washington, I (.,
and to sccure plans and designs for the erection of a Lincoln national




© 2236

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 29,

memorial hall and to make recommendation and report thereon tio
Congress at the session beginning the first Monday in December, 1013 ;
gaid hall to be erected and dedicated to the memory of Abraham Lin-
coln, and to be suitable for use as an auditorium for all such national
and international public assemblies and uses as Congress may hereafter
designate.”

Mr. MANN.
the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. Illinois [Mr. MAXX]
reserves n point of order upon the amendment.

Mr. STEPHENXS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I shall address
myself to the nécessity for the amendment that I have offered
to the pending resolution. The commission alluded fo in the
amendment was created by act of Congress approved February
9, 1911. The members of that commission are Wirrram H. TArT,
SueLny M. Conroa, Josepn (. CAXNON, GeEorceE I'. WETMORE,
Savvern W. McCarr, Hernaudo De Soto Money, who has since
died, and I do not remember at the present time the name of
the gentleman who has taken his place, and Croaup CLARK.

Under the terms of the act they were created a commission
to be known as the Lincoln Memorial Cominission, Their
duties were to prescribe and determine upon the location, plan,
and design of the memorial in the city of Washington, D. C.,
to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, subject to the approval of
Congress; and if my amendment is adopted by this House it
will continue this body in office for the purpose of determining
where and how this Lincoln memorial building should be
erected.

This commission, under the act ereating it approved February
0, 1911, has the further authority to employ the services of
such architects, sculptors, and others as it shall defermine to be
necessary, and to avail itself of the advice and services of the
Commission on Fine Arts ereated by the act of March 3, 1910,
And the act further provides that the construction of the monu-
ment or memorial shall be upon such site as shall be determined
by the commission and approved by Congress, and its construc-
tion shall be entered upon as speedily as practicable after the
plan and design therefor is determined upon and approved by
Congress,

This amendment provides that the site shall be selected by
this commission, that they shall secure plans and designs for
the erection of a Lincoln national memorial hall, and make
recommendations and report thereon at the session beginning
the first Monday in December, 1913, said hall to be erected and
dedicated to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, and to be suit-
able for use as an auditorium for all such national and inter-
national public assemblies and uscs as Congress may hereafter
designate. :

Under my amendment, if adopted, this commission will be
fully authorized and continued in power for the purpose of
locating a Lincoln national memorial hall in this city for such
public uses as Congress may hereafter designate.

1 believe that if this amendwment is adopted and this com-
mission is given the authority provided in the amendment and
thie act ereating it that they can and will report back to Con-
gress the first Monday in December of this year, a plan for a
hall to be erected and used for public purposes in this eity
that will be an honor to Abraham Lincoln, and also that will
be of vast benefit to the people of this city as well as to the
people of the whole United States. In my judgment enough
has been said—and I will not reiterate any of the argnments—
against the plan that has been adopted by this commission for
a Grecian temple. Suffice it to say that it is in a location in
Washington that I dare say but very few persons have visited
or will ever visit. It is, I think, at least 2,000 feet from the
Washington Monument and somefhing like a mile from this
place, and located on very low ground on the banks of the
Potomac River, where only a great driveway is now located.
It could not be used for any useful purpose. It iz not In a po-
sition where it would be ornamental, because it is too far away
from the Capitol. As belween fhe two, I would vastly prefer
to see the public-memorial road built from here to the battle
field of Gettysburg. But that opens up a very dangerous propo-
sition in my judgment.

Mr., RODENBERG, Could this hall that the gentleman has
in mind be utilized for the purpose of an inaungural ball?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, This Grecian temple can not be
used for the purpose of any assemblage whatever. It would
only be a thing of beauty and of no practical utility, while the
hall I propose would and could be used for inauguration or
any other public purpose authorized by Congress.

Mr. RODENBERG. I mean the hall that the gentleman has
in mind. Could that be used for Inaqgural balls?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, It could be used for all public
purposes that Congress might be asked to designate. It could

Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order upon

be unsed in the same way that the English people are using
the Albert Memorial Hall in London.

But with reference to the public-road proposition, it is
evident to my mind, from a docnment that I hold in my hand,
published recently by Congress—Report No. 1204, Sixty-second
Congress, third session—that there is more behind this me-
morial-road proposition than appears on the surface. In this
report it is stated that—

Two general plans for this memorial will be presented for the con-
sideration of Congress, One plan restricts the memorial to a purely
ornamental structure in Washington. i

I have said enough on that proposition, because I do not
believe this House will adopt any plan providing for a building
of no practical utility, The report says, further, that—

The other ﬂalan contemplates the constroction of a great highway
or boulevard, leading from a superb memorial structure in Washingion
to the spot at Gettysburg where Lincoln delivered his immortal ad-
dress, which * crystallized the spirit of the Republic into a lpnragraph."
Through its extensions by the varlous States this will rapidly develop
into a transcontinental highway—

Here the object of this resolution is fully exposed, because
it points out that— :

This will rapidly develop into a transcontinental highway and
become the nucleus of a great national system of public roads which
will bind together all scctions of the Nation, Every eity, town, and
hamlet in the country will build a highway to connmecet with scme
extension of the Lincoln Ioad.

Now, let us inquire who is behind {his great national high-
way proposition, to extend to every hamlet, town, and city in
this country public roads built from money voted from the
United States Treasury. 3

This document, gotten up and backed by the auntomobile
manufacturers of the United States, further says that—

We are therefore conducting a national campaign of publicity and
organization to get the wishes of the people before Congress. As a
part of this eampaign it is very desirable to send a personal letter with
a leaflet and form like the inclosed to 1,000 leading ecitizens in each
of 273 congressional districts, asking those addressed to take this mat-
ter up with their Congressmen and Senators. To put these letters with
inclosures in the mail cosis about £45 per 1,000, or a total of $12,375.

This literature comes from the Lincoln Memorial Road Asso-
ciation, and it is the source of the sentiment that is backing
this great Lincoln memorial road from Washington to Gettys-
burg. The secretary of this Lincoln Memorial Road Assocla-
tion is Lester T. MecCleary, and he is taking advantage of this
bill in order to advoeate and push forward the great automobile
proposition they are trying to advance in this country. Here
is what the document further says:

Having in mind the far-reaching importance of this matter, one of
the good-roads commitiee connected with the automobile industry has
subscribed $2.500 to aid our publiclty eampaign. Many of the leading
automaobile elubs and individoal manufacturers have subscribed var_\'inni'
amounts. You may have subscribed directly or indirectly, but cven |
that is the ease it is vital to the success of this movement that you
subscribe a substantial amount in addition, as more money is urgently
nee?ledb.l and a popular subscription could not be raised in time to be
avalable,

Over 100 Members of the National House of Representatives, includ-
ing the Speaker of the House, and many of the leading Senators of both
parties have already expressed themselves in favor of the memorial
road. We would like to make it as nearly unanimous as Poss[b e,

1 hope you will give this movement your strong moral and financial
sngpon and that you will act at once.

n addition to making a substantial subscription now, I hope that
each of your executive officers will write a personal letter to his Con-
gressman and his two United States Senators urging them to favor the
plan for the Lincoln memorial which Ineludes the road to Gettysburg,
and that you will arrange to have each of your representatives and
agents throughout the country do the same.

Now, it is clear that the Automobile Good Itoads Association
is behind this memorial road for the purpose here fully dis-
closed, of extending the great national highway to every hamlet
and village in this country. I do not believe there has ever
been a more dangerous set of bills introduced in Congress than
the bills providing for spending untold millions of dollars for
building public roads in the States out of the Public Treasury.

If we should adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Borranp] it would be an entering wedge
for the appropriation of hundreds of millions for public roads,
and I hope that it will not be agreed to.

The advisability and practicability of building a great na-
tional memorial hall in this city is not doubted, and no one
can truthfully say that it is not needed. A Greek temple is
not needed. A great automobile road is not needed. It would
not be built for the use of the common people of this country
but for the use of automobile owners. Abraham Lincoln was

an extremely practical man, and prided himself on being one
of the great mass of (he conunon people of this Nation, and we
do him no honor by erecting the Grecian memorial structure
proposed by this resolution.

It is necessary for us to adopt something fhat the whole
But a few

people of the United States will be benefited by.
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days ago we had the question before us as to where we would
have the inangural ceremonies. If this hall had been erected
it could be used for that purpose. We have river and harbor
congresses and other like great public assemblies that are called
to meet in this eity. All of these organizations and meetings
are semipublic, and if this Lincoln national memc=ial hall is
erected it would be an easy matter for Congress to direct that
all such assemblies could use it for their meetings.

Mr. SHARDP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas I will.

Mr, SHARP. Is the gentleman aware of the measure in-
troduced by Senator Roor, providing for a memorial to George
Washington, which contemplates the erection of a building sub-
stantially like the one now advocated by the gentleman from
Texas?

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. T was not aware of that; but T
think the Washington Monument standing in this city could not
be improved upon. I have heard from no quarter any demand
for the erection of another monument to Washington.

Mr. SHARRP. It has already passed the Senate.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. So has this Lincoln memorial
resolution passed the Senate. I think there is a public senti-
ment behind the Lincoln memorial resolution, but I know of
none for the erection of another monument to Washington.
1 know of no better or any more lasting memorial which could
be erected to the memory of Lincoln—or any more beneficial
one—than to have a great hall, such as the Albert Memorial
Hall in London, dedicated to his memory. Mr. Thornbury, a
writer on old and new London, describes in his book the Prince
Albert Memorial Hall.

Mr. CANTRILL, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEI'IIENS of Texas. Yes. ]

Mr. CANTRILL. I would like to ask the gentleman if, in his
judgment, it would not be a better public policy to appropriate
money for the construction of buildings in Washington to allevi-
ate the suffering of thousands of Government employees who
are now employed under certain conditions that are absolutely
inhuman? Would it not be better to do that than to expend this
vast spm of money simply to beautify the city?

Mr., STEPHENS of Texas, The gentleman is correct, and he
takes the same position that I have always taken.

Mr., CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit
me, I would like to make one further remark, This is the only
time that I will have to call attention to certain facts. I will
state that there are hundreds of employees—and I can name
the places—housed in this city to-day, who are working under
conditions that are absolutely inhuman. I ean point the gentle-
man to a department where Government employees have been
working at a temperature of 112 degrees and where they are
selected for that employment on account of the stature of the
men, because no man of moderate height can go in there and
work under the roof under which they have to work.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I presume the gen-
tfleman is referring to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing?

Mr. CANTRILL. No. There are other places also. There
was another deparitment where, on the sixth floor, there were
165 men and women employed. The fifth floor, directly under-
neath them, was covered with inflammable material—oil, blan-
kets, and other things. The fire escapes to the sixth floor were
locked, and at the drop of a match those people would have
been eremated in an instant. There are dozens of cases of that
kind here in Washington, and I want to ask the gentleman if
it would not be better public policy, if it would not be better for
the American Congress, to give its time to the alleviation of
human suffering on the part of hundreds of Government em-
ployees and remedy these inhuman conditions rather than to
squander millions of the people’s money in the erection of a
memorial to anybody at this time?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state
that bills are now pending for the erection of buildings to take
the place of those to which the gentleman refers, and I hope
that in a very short time those buildings will be erected and
that the conditions of the people who work in those buildings
will be improved and that the clerks will have comfortable
rooms in which to perform their duties.

Mr. CANTRILL. The point I wanted to bring ount is whether
we would not better take care of them now, remedy those con-
ditions first, and then, if the Government finances permit, later
on take up and consider these matters that are in the nature
of a luxury, so to speak.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as I understand,
the Clommittee on Public Buildings has now under considera-
tion plans fo ereet buildings as fast as it can be done to take
care of every Government employee in the city. I will state,

farther, to the gentleman that several years ago, when we
authorized the building of the House Office Building, that I
tried to defeat the measure, but we did not have enough Mem-
bers on the floor opposed to the building to eall the roll upon
the question and force a record vote. I took the position then,
and I take it now, that every public building where clerks are
employed in this city should be erected before we erect a public
building for ourselves, and I believed then and I believe now—
although the office buildings were needed—that we commenced
at the wrong end of these building enterprises, and that we
should first have housed comfortably every clerk in the employ
of this Government before constructing a marble palace for
ourselves.

Mr. CANTRILL. T agree with the gentleman.

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from
Texas whether he does not know it to be a fact that there are
now working in the Bureau of Printing and Engraving, in one
large room, from 400 to 500 men and women under conditions
which are worse than those that prevail in any sweat shop in
the country—absolutely barbarous, a disgrace and a shame to
the Federal Government? Is not that the fact?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I understand that
the conditions are bad, and the gentleman must understand
that we are now constructing one of the largest and best
buildings in the city for the purpose of taking care of those
people in the Bureau of Printing and Engraving.

Mr. Speaker, referring again briefly to the Albert Memorial
Hall, I desire to state that after the Prince Consort died the
question was raised in Great Britain as to what kind of a
memorial should be erected to him. Queen Vietoria survived
him for many years. It was her desire and the wish of the
English Nation that some proper memorial should be erected
to the memory of Prince Albert. They agreed upon the Albert
Memorial Hall as the best kind of memorial. It is a building
on the edge of Hyde Park and is known as the Royal Albert
Hall of Art and Sciences, and owes its origin fo the fund which
was raised in 1862 for the purpose of erecting in Hyde Park the
national memorial to the late Prince Consort, which we have
already described. With every desire that this recognition of
the debt which English art, science, and industry owed to the
Prince should be, in every sense of the word, such a memorial
as the country itself preferred, the Queen requested a com-
mittee of gentlemen to suggest the form which the testimonial
should assume.

And that testimonial took the form of a great building, such
as suggested in my amendment. The author of the book I hold
in my bhand further says: )

After deliberating upcn the matter, the committee recommended the
erection of a personal memorial to the Prince Consort in Hyde Park,

opposite_ wlgat ‘is best known as the Central Hall of Arts and Sei-
ences,

A pardopable degree of curiosity was aroused respecting the ultimate
destiny of the hall; but this was set aside when it was announced that
the new bullding was intended, nmongst other things, to accommodate
science congresses, to provide a suitable arena for musical performances,
and to serve other equally useful artistic and sclentific purposes,

Such as the hall I propose can be used, and possibly will be
used, under the direction of Congress.

For this the building is admirably adapted from the immense dis-

ble space it offers. Between 6, and 7,000 people can be seated

n the hall, and, besides this, when the necessity arvises, It is possible
to lplm:e a8 many as 2,000 spectators in comfortable positions on an
Lm.;]ine staging in the picture gallery, which runs nearly around the
all.

And he goes on to say, further:

Guided by the principles upon which the Romans constructed those
am&hlmmlric Imildings, ihe remains of which strike modern spectators
with awe and admiration, the designers of the Albert Hall have suc-
ceeded in raising a structure of eminently beauntiful and attractive pro-
Egrl[on& Seen from the park or the Kensington Road, the hall stands

ldly out in all the magnificence which invests a hullﬁlng in the style
of Italiar Renaissance.

The Kensington Road enters the park at the point where ihis
building is erected. It gges on to say:

In the plan of the interior it can De seen at once that the architect
has taken for his model the old Roman amphitheater, though with’ such
important modifications as, happ}l[v.', quite another kind of entertain-
ment, and, unhappily, less genial skies required. Roman plebelans
and aristocrats were mere spectators, looking down on the flerce and
bloody spectacles provided for thelr amusement in the arena. IHere it
was necessary so to provide that people might both hear and see, but
above all tbinfs hear. Buch a condition gives the key to the arrange-
ment of the interior. Imagine, then, within an outer shell of stair-
cases, corridors, refreshment and retiring roomse, a wvast hall in shnge
of a graceful oval, of which the southern end is all but tilled by the
organ and orchestra, rising upward in tiers of seats. Fronting this
orchestra is the auditorium, of horseshoe form, composed of arena, a
level space; the amphitheater, or, as it might he better termed, the
stalls, u]oph]ﬁ upward toward the boxes; three tlers of boxes; above
them the baleony; and, lastly, above it what is ealled the picture

allery. This llery is not wethin the proper limits of the ellipse
'orming the interior, but is built over the stalreases and corridors,
which form an outer zone to the portioas of the auditorium below. It
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rung, therefore, around the whole of the lnterior, and the 30 Itallan
arches, with their scagliola pillars, through which the body of the hall
is sren, are re:lli‘:r its great ornaments. -

The boxes and balcony project from the wall into the ellipse. each
tler extending 3 fect bey that abeve it. Such an arrangement
enables the occupants of each tier to see without muech difficulty, and
be seen by these above them. ©Ome the most remarkable features of
the hall, fn fact, is the perfect view of the imterior, and of all within
t, which can be had from any point. * @* =

‘8inee the day of the opening of the hall by Her Majesty, when the
orchestra was oecapied 1 instrumentalists and vocalists, con-
certs on a grand and extensive scale have been the chief use to whieh
the building has been put; and it was also used for part of the display
In the anmual industrial exhibitions of 1871 to 1874, e grandest scenes,
perhnpahwhlch have taken place within its walls were on the oceasions
of the State concerts given in honor of the visits to England of the
Shah of Persia, the Czar of IRussia, ete. ; more recently the most notable
functions have been the reception of Mr. Stanley and the concert on
the occasion of the German Emperor's visit to England.

If we adopt my amendment, a similar building would con-
stitute a splendid memorial of Abraham Lincoln.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. CANKON. When was the hall completed?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In 1867, I Dbelieve; it was started
in 1802, if I remember rightly.

Mr. CANNOX. Will the genileman allow me? In 1875, the
first and only time T crossed the water, T visited London and
was over there three weeks and saw the memorial to the late
Prince Consort just off Hyde Park, not a hall, as beautiful a
memorial as I ever saw. I did not know that hall was ever
built until this minute.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, I will state to the gentleman that
that stands directly in front of the memorial, and that it con-
tains the great auditorium which I have bLeen describing. I
have a pieture of 1t here.

Mr. CANXON. I am just telling the gentleman of my expe-
rienee, and I was abeut an averaze mast-fed fellow, who crossed
over there fo see things. I saw thai splendid monument, with
no utility about it, and I never knew that the hall existed.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I regret that the gentleman over-
lIooked that magnificent hall. Tle certainly was not with a
Cook party and being eonducted through the city of London to
see its famous bulldings, ns I was a few yvears ago. It is the
most wonderful hall in that eity, and said to De the most won-
derful in the world.

I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [My. CURLEY]
five minutes, and reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Speaker, I listened, as did every Member
of this House, with intense earnestness and with great admira-
tion for the ability displayed by the distinguished-and learned
son of Massachusetts [Mr, McCarr] in portraying the necessilty
that the memorial should take the form of a Greek temple. And
we listened with the same rapt interest to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Sternexs] as he told the story of the temple erected
in London, wherein he pointed out the fact that there is no hall
available for a meeting place in Washington.

Mr. Speaker, I had an opportunity to attend a meeting held
in a convention hall, that was capable of holding 5,000 zealous,
enthusiastic Clark supporters for President, that is Jocated in
Washington and which is of sufficient size to accommodate
most any character of gathering. ;

Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that we have rather strayed away
from the significance that should attaelr to a memorial to
Abraham Lincoln. The one salient featnre that stands most
preeminently forth in a study of the characteristies and of the
life and of the struggles of that great somber, sorrowful man,
who belongs to the centuries, whose deeds, achievements, and
grentness overshadow those of any man of any nationality that
ever trod God's footstool, was his love of humanity.

It permeates every act of the life of Lincoln, and we Dbest re-
member this grand old citizen of America, whose first vision of
life was a little log cabin in a Kentucky forest, a eabin that
had no blinds and that typified simpligity itself, but where was
born in surroundings equally as humble as those of the Nazarene
the Nation's fivst citizen. )

And this great, soulful character best portrays his affection
for all the people in the closing words of his Getiysburg address:

A 'government of the people, by the people, and for the people.

And if n memorial is to be erected or constructed to eommemo-
rate the great life, the great character, the great achievements
of a sublime individual, like the great American, Lincoln, let it
be something that will typify his service, because service, after
all, was the most predominant trait in the life of Lincoln, and
that service was dedieated to humanity.

Admitting that o Greek temple, gs is here proposed and which
unquestionably will be adopted, i® agreed uvpon, I ask in what

way does it typify the splendid sacrifice for humanity and free-
dom of this sublime character, whose heart bled during the
great intermecine strunggle for all the people?

The Appian Way, leading from the Forum through the cen-
turies, has not only commemorated but proved of service to the
people of Rome.

Lincoln needs no monument. His service for humanity has
enshrined him in the hearts of the American people and in the
hearts of liberty lovers in every portion of the civilized world.
His keeping the Nation whole, his striking off the shackles from
a race of people, and this sublime and splendid Republie, united
and free, standing forth a beacon of hope to the oppressed and
downtrodden seeking the light and justice, is the best testimonial
that could ever be constructed by human or divine hands in
the hearts and memories of a grateful people. [Applause.]

Mr, McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.

| McCarr] asks unanimous eonsent to extend his remarks in the

Recorp. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The genileman from Iowa [Mr. Pioxerr]
is recognized for one hour.

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, I will say in advance I do not
expect to consume an hour of time. All are desirous of reaeh-
ing a vote this afternoon, and many Members have expressed a
desire for time.

While here and there among the membership of the House
there are those who differ as to the details of the proposed
memorial, although concurring in the finding that it should be
erected in Washington, it Is manifest that the best organized
and most aggressive opposition to the plan propesed comes from
those who for one cause or another are in favor of the highway
to Gettysburg. I do not question the high-minded and patriotie
impulses of the Members of this House who favor that propo-
sition. It is well, however, for the people of the country to know
something of the influences that have been the most active in
the campaign that has been carried on to promote the highway
project. I therefore desire fo insert in the Recomp at this time
an extroct from a leiter written by the executive secretary of
the Lincoln Memorial Road Association of America. I am free
to confess that when the road to Gettysburg was first suggested
I was favorably impressed. I am a believer in good roads, and
perhaps my feelings on the general subject of mood roads in-
fluenced to some extenf a friendly feeling for the Gettysburg
highway. This predisposition was soon changed when the
question was taken up for serious consideration.

The letter, after calling attention to the importance, from a
good-roads point of view, of the Federal Government taking an
initial step, proceeds as follows:

We are therefore conducting a national campaign of publicity and
organization to get the wishes of the people before Congress. As a
part of this campalﬁn it is very desirable to send a personal letter with
a leaflet and form like the inelosed to 1,000 leading citlzens in each of
275 eongressional districts, asking those addressed to take this matter
up with their Congressmen and Senators. To put these letters with
inclosures in the mall costs about $45 per 1,000, or a total of $12,375.
Having Iin mind the far-reaching importance of this matter, one of
the good-roads committee connected with the automobile industry
has subseribed $2,500 to aid our publicity campaign. Many of tlhie
leading automobile clubg and findividual manufacturers have sub-
seribed varying amounts. You may have subscribed directly or
indirectly, but even if that is the case it is vital to the success of this
movement that you subscribe a substantial amount in addition, as
more money is urgently needed and a popular subseription could not be
raised in time to be awvailable.

This extract speaks for itself and discloses that the eam-
paign, for such it can very properly be ecalled, that has been
conducted by this so-called Lincoln Memorial Road Association
is in the interest of good roads and the auntomobile industry.
It also throws some light on the sonrce from which the funds
emanated to defray the expense. The Iletter concludes as
follows :

In additlon to making a substantlal subscription now, I hope that
each of your executive officers will write a personal letter to his
Congressman and his two United States Senators, urging them to favor
the plan for the Lincoln memorial which includes the road to Gettys-
bu? and that you will arrange to have each of your representatives
and agents throughout the conntry do the same.

That they have done so is evidenced not only by other doen-
mentary proof of record bat by the numerous letters and tele-
grams that have been pouring in to Members of Congress from
automobile concerns, urging them to appropriately memorialize
Lincoln by building a highway to Gettysburgz. [Applause.]

Yesterday while my distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr.
Borrann] was addressing the House he inserted in the Reconp
and eriticized a letter written by the Fairmount Park Art Asso-

clation, of Philadelphia, te the Members of Congress from Penn-
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sylvania, expressing views in opposition to the Geltysburg
highway as a memorial to Lincoln. A little later in his remarks
the gentleman inseried in the Iiecorp what seemed to me a
rather remarvkable letter, which I desire at this time to read:

Tie CIIAMBER OF COMMERCE AXD BusiNess MeN's CLUB,
San Antonio, T'ex., Junwary 2§, 1913,

Hon, WiLLiay P, Borraxn, AL, (.,
Wasghington, D. C.

Dear Sin: I have yours of the 16th inclosing Library Committec’s
report on the Greek temple proposition, for which accept thanks.

I appreciate your sending me this report very much, and I im-
mo«}la}tely zot busy and distributed these reports amoug our influ-
ential—

Citizens who are interested in securing the best and most
appropriate memorial to Lincoln? Oh, no—
among our influential good-roads enthusiasts—

Think of it! " What a bald confession !
to magk the real designs.

The letter proceeds—
and in a few hours gathered them up and redistributed them—

The gentleman is certainly not lacking in activity or zeal for
zood roads—
and In addition to that I had one of our Llﬂig‘ papers print the report
and also print a statement from myself and others who had picked
this report all to pleces and explained to the people the ridiculous
part of it.

This is certainly rich—

Almost every organlzation of any kind whatsoever in San Antonio
has wired Representative SLAYDEN insisting that he support the Wash-
ington to Gettysburg highway, and these telegrams have been con-
stantly golng to Mr. SraYpex for over two weeks., and more especially
sinee it was referred back to bis committee, 'The Washington Post
clipping you sent me was published in one of our daily papers the day
I received your clipping.

Evidently even gentlemen here have heen interested in seeing
that the press of the country are kept in touch with their propo-
sition through the various good-roads enthusiasts.

Yesterday there was a telegram sent to Hon. Jonx N. Garxer, which
reads ns follow's :

“ We appreciate your efforts in hehalf of ihe Lineoln memorial high-
way and pledge our assistance at any time we can be of help to this

cliuse,
“JT. W. YWARREX,
“ Pregident Texas Good Ra&du Asgoclation.,
Y Cmas, GRARBXER
« president Chamber of Commerce.
* A, M. FISCHOER,
“ President Bexar Counly Igghiny League.
“Cnaas, 0. USTIN,
“ President Real Estale Erchange.
*ATLEE B. AYRES, g
“ President Ficsta Division of €. 0.7

In addition to this quite a number of Ar. GARNER'S admirers are
writing him personal letters. In addition, our highway division, the real
estate exchange, Chamboer of Commerce, Fiesta Assoclation, and the San
Antonio Automobile Club have asked me to express their gratitude
to you for the noble work that you are doing for this highway,

Not for a Lincoln memorial, but for * this highicap.”

We all assure you that we appreelate it, and I ho{m that I will have
the lrlr_-asnre of meeting you on March G and 7 at the good-roads con-
ventlon, which will be held in Washington,

Yours, very truly, D. E. Corr, Secrclary.

Whether intentionaily or unintentionally there is manifest
from this letter a very distinet back fire on the distinguished
chiairman of the committee, Mr. Spaypexs, who for 14 years
has been an honored Member of this House, and who, as chair-
man of this committee, has been conscientiously seeking fo dis-
charge his duty.

I submit that it is evident from the letter of the Lincoln
Memorial Road Association, as well as from the letter I have
just read and many other things with which the Members of
this House are familiar, that this movement for the highway
to Gettysburg has been promoted largely by good-roads enthusi-
asts, the automobile industry, and other business concerns.

When we witness the zeal with which they are seeking to use
the sacred name of Lincoln to enhance their profits, it almost
recalls the ghoulish humor from the grave scene in Iamlet.

Imperial Caesar dead and turned to clay
Might stop a hole to keep the winds away.

This House will never permit the sainted memory of Lincoln
to be commercialized for pecuniary profit. [Applause.]

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a
minute?

Mpr. PICKETT. With pleasure.

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman also read the letter
from the Fairmont Park Art Association?

Mr. PICKETT. I will not read it in my time. Tt is printed
in the Recorp as a part of the gentleman’s remarks of yester-
day, and I referred to it.

Mr. BORLAND. I trust the gentleman in fairness will read
the literature in reference fo the Greek temple side of the con-
troversy.

Not even an atiempt

“Mr, PICKETT. You had an opportunify to read it

Mr. BORLAND. I did read it yesterday.

Mr. PICKETT. And I am now replying.

I will add, however, that there is nothing in the letter issued
by the Fairmont Park Association which does not go to the
merits of the proposition, and certainly there is nothing which
reflects any personal interest that the members of the associa-
tion have in any line of business that will be promoted by any
action taken by Congress in this matter.

Mr. Speaker, the memorial proposed in the pending resolu-
tion comes before the House not as the product of hasty action
by the committee to which it was referred. It has been con-
sidered for years and embodies the best thought and contribu-
tions of the highest authorities on such subjects. It comes be-
fore this House with the deliberate and ripened judgment of
the distinguished citizens who compose the Lincoln Memorial
Commission, representing all parties and all sections, and which
held 16 meetings during the consideration of the subject; with
the approval of the gentlemen who compese the Fine Arts Com-
mission, selected for their high repute in the world of art; with
the approval of the Senate, whose unanimity of action reflects
its cordial indorsement of the memorial; and, lastly, with the
unanimous recommendation of your own committee, which has
given to the subject its best thought and endenvor. s

I do not kuow how many of the Members of the IHouse have
read the document which I hold in my hand, containing the re-
port of the Lincoln Memorial Commission ; extracts from the re-
port of the Fine Arts Commission, and also extracts from the
architect’s description. It is difficult to conceive how anyone
conld read them without being carried irresistibly fo a con-
clusion favorable to the memorial proposed. For the purpose
of having it appear in the Recorp, I may be pardoned for quot-
ing briefly two paragraphs therefrom, one a guotation from the
late IHon. John Hay :

As T understand if, the place of honor is on the main axis of the
plan., Lincoln, of all Americans next to Washington, deserves this
place of honor. He was of the immortals. You must not approach too
close to the immortals. 1lis monument should stand alone, remote from
the common habitations of man, apart from the buosiness and turmoil
of the city—Isolated, distinguished, and serene. Of all the sites, this
one, near the Potomac, is most suited to the purpose.

The other from the description of the architect who designed
the memorial ;

On the great axis, planned over a century ago, we have at one end
the Capitol, which is the monument of the Government, and to the
west, over a mile distant from the Capitol, Is the monument to Wash-
Ington, one of the founders of the Government. If the Lincoln memorial
Is built on this same axis still farther to the west, by the shore of the
Potomae, we will there have the monument of the man who saved the
Government, thus completing an unparalleled composition which can
not fail to impart to each of its monuments a value in addition to that
which each standing alone would possess.

There is a touch of the immortal in the isolation with which
sihe architeet enshrouds the names of Washington and Lincoln.
The conception is lofty, one that grows upon you the more yon
study it. Washington was the commanding figure in the epoch
which secured our independence and established our institn-
iions. Lincoln was the potential figure in the epoch which
tested the unity of our Republic and made our liberty real.

Washington and Lincoln will forever stand companioniess in
American history. They rise in their isolation as our two great-
est citizens. [Applanse.]

The word “immortal”™ iz used with such abandon that its
true significance is all too often lost. Time may De a cruel,
but is a seldom erring, critic. To be immortal weans more than
to have achieved distinction in an epoch or a place among-the
great of an age or a cycle. It rests upon achievements which
survive the receding years and live forever in the hearts of men.
[Applause.]

Rtefleet for a moment upon the concept of the memorial. At
one end of the main axis is the Capitol of the Nation, in the cen-
ier the Monument to Washington, and at the other end the me-
morial to Lincoln. Looking into the future we can see the exten-
sion across the Potomac to Arlington, and then we will have at
one end the Capitol, at the other Arlington, and in between tha
Monument to Washington and the memorial to Lincoln. The cit-
izen, ns he journeys thither, will first visit his Capitol with all
that it symbolizes. He will then turn his eyes down the long
vista to behold the Monument to Washington, the Father of
his Country; beyoad, the memorial to Lincoln, the savior of
our Union; and vonder, in the distance on the green hillside of
Virginia, once a part of Dixie but now and forever, thank God, a
part of our common country, his eyes will stop at Arlington,
where sleep the Nation's heroic dead. The Capitol, Washington,
Lincoln, Arlington. What a sublime equation! What an im-
mortal association! What o companicenship for the ages! [Ap-

plause. |

P
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The gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Borraxp], in his remarks
this afternoon, suggested that the highway to Gettysburg “ could
be made one of the show places of the world.” Thinkof it! The
name of Lineoln utilized to make one of the “ show places of the

‘svorld.” I do not know whether the gentleman from Missourl
intended the meaning which the language imports, but this I
know, it would be the result if the highway plan is adopted.

! I do not care to discuss whether the highway conld or counld
not be bullt within the appropriation. That question is of minor
importance in the light of the graver consideration, How could
it be protected by the Government from being used for pur-
poses which would destroy any element of a Lincoln memorial?
The Federal Government would have no jurisdiction over lands
adjacent or contignous to the highway, and they would be used,
by the same spirit of commercialism which we have already seen
manifest, for show places, amusement parks, and the like. The
papers would be filled with advertisements of vaudeville per-
formances and all the modern novelties of entertainment de-
signed to attract the curious or pleasure-seeking crowd. In au-
tomobile phraseology it would be known as the * great joy ride
of the conntry.” I am unwilling that Lincoln’s name should be
thus desecrated. This is a good time and a fitting occasion for
the Congress of the United States to give a practical lesson in
American pairiotism. [Applause.]

Contrast, if you please, the difference in the effect upon the
mind and heart of the future citizen between an automobile trip
over a highway to Gettysburg and a visit to the memorial pro-
posed in the pending resolution. After visiting the Capitol of
his coumiry, with all its hallowed traditions and all that it
brings to his heart, and then a visit to Washington’s Monument,
he pursues his way to Lincoln’s memorial, rising with its lines
of strength and beauty before him. In the center hall, 60 feet
wide, 70 feet long, and 60 feet high—higher than this Chamber—
he pauses in gilent communion before a beautiful bronze statue
of Lincoln. He then turns to read in bronze Lincoln’s matchless
speech at Gettysburg, and then in another place Lincoln's second
inaugural, the ¢losing paragraph of which is burnished in every
American heart. That one sentence, “With malice toward
none, with charity for all,” has no counterpart in literature save
the one which fell from the lips of the Great Master, “ Father,
forgive them, for they know not what they do.” [Applause.]

Mr, Speaker, it is with such an inspiration I would leave the
pilgrim patriot at the shrine of Lincoln. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [My. Kix-
EKAID] is recognized.

Mr. KINKATID of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, T desire time only
to read a letter written me, by the adjutant of the largest
Grand Army of the Republic pest in the district I have the
honor to represent, upon the subject under consideration, and
which was approved by a unanimous vote of the membership of
that post, The letter reads as follows:

Swirz Funxrrone Co. (INC.)
Kearney, Nebr.

In answer fo a cirenlar letter just received concel the Lincoln
memorial, will say that 1 am unalterably opposed to a plle of foreign

maérble for atmemoghifl to Llucolxl.ti. 5 x;:qr opml?n a ilg of maﬁ-bhad dgs
not represent anything, ally oI mpo on, u 8
llvingepmemoﬂal. the a will become a living

road.
memorial becanse there will be constant additions and improvements Lo
the Lincoln road.

The nations of the world will come to this country to look at an
‘American monument or memorial. It will at once become an attraction
to everybody and permit everybody to aid in beautifying the road, sub-

ject of course to the approval of a co! on, who will have this in
charge, The American people wonld add millions of dollars in bea .
ing road. In that sense it would be in reality a living memorial.

It would become a natiensal road te commemorate a nation’s hero, in
which all would have an Interest and pride. Nothing counld be more
fitting for a memorial to Lincoln than thigs road from the National
Ca ﬁl to the place where the test battle of the war was fought,
and where Lincoln delivered his immortal address after the battle.
is would be such a departure from the ftle of marble, at the same
time 80 a r{ffr&nte. that I should think that everybody would see it in
that hl?p this plan could be put before the people, in my opinion
it would receive the approval of the Nation.
Res 1y, yours, F. J. 8wirz.

P. 8—After reading the above letter to the Smith Gavit Post, No.
209, it was moved and carried that the post Indorse the letter of
Comrade Switz. Carried unanimously.

F. J. Bwritz, Adjutant,

[Applause.]
Mr, SHARDP. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

P ﬁ“?vmm the reselution by inscriing after the resolving clanse the
ollowing :

“That recognizing in Abraham Linceln the greatest advocate of equal
opportunity for all the people, and in whose illustrious life and achieve-
ments are exemplified the highest possibilltics of the American youth,
the establishment of a national voeational school, in which shall be
given, at the lowest tuition possible, practical instruction in the trades

and iculture, 4s the most a rop:{a memerial that can be erected to
perpetuate his memory; and at the Lincoln AMemorlal Commission
created by the act approved February 9, 1911, is hereby authorized an

directed to use all or any portion of the amount appropriated by the
yrovisions of said act in formulating and executing all plans necessary
0 give effect to this resolution, subject to the approval of Congress,

Mr. SHARD. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the line of demar-
cation between the two sides of the ITouse is not identical with
the line of difference upon this important measure, and I wish
to say at the outset of my remarks, with the intention of being
fair to those who champion one side or the other of the guestion,
that it is mot my purpose to consume the hour or any con-
siderable portion of it in my remarks. I do not desire to be
dilatory in any way, and I would be very glad to have this
measure finally passed upon before we adjourn to-day. What-
ever is left of my time I shall be pleased to surrender back to
the House.

It so happens, Mr, Speaker, by a coincidence that I had not
before noticed until I looked at its date, that it is exactly one
year ago to-day that I introduced the resolution which has just
been read from the Clerk’s desk. I have listened with a good
deal of interest to the arguments presented by the champions of
these two respective plans, which seemn to be quite as far apart
as the east from the west, I have been not a little amused to
see the application of an old saw exemplified in the indulgence
of the talk here, one side against the other—the pot ealling the
kettle black. It seems to me it all argues for the carrying
through of a wholly different and better plan. I would not call
my resolution a compromise measure. It has the features of
neither of these measures that are advocated so eloguently to-
day, Though it is widely different from either of them I have
been not a little encouraged in the belief during the past week
or two since the decision upon this measure became go immi-
nenf, and from reading editorials of leading papers throughout
the countiry, that there is a very strong sentiment which, if it
could only be molded and crystallized and directed along con-
crete lines, would defeat both of these propositions.

When I asked for some time in which to discuss the proposi-
tion, I frankly told the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bor-
LAND] who had kindly consented to accommodate me, that I
was against his proposition, which involved the construction
of a $2,000,000 highway. It would furnish no utilitarian pur-
pose whatever, except to the automobilists, who have been
characterized here as much too enthusiastic by the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. Picgerr]. But if I am againgt the expendi-
ture of this great sum of $2,000,000 for a highway—and I am
willing to go a long way in subscribing to some of the views
expressed and pictures so eloguently painted by the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. PiokErr] as to what might become of some of
the unpleasant features of that highway—I am equally against
any expenditure of the people’s money for this great mass of
granite and marble, such as we have depicted in the illusira-
tions of the monument in our lobby outside of this Chamber.
Mr, Speaker, if this question could be submitted to the vote
of the American people, I very seriously doubt whether either
one of these projects would receive a majority. Certainly, if
the question were submiited to the rank and file of Ameri-
cans—that class of our citizens which outnumbers the other
class as nine to one throughout the United States, that class
from which Abraham Lincoln, the emancipator of a great race,
himself sprung—I believe an overwhelming majority would be
against either one of these expensive and unwarranted proposi-
tions.

I want to say, lest my pesition be misunderstood, that no
expenditure of money, no matter how large, could properly
attest the attributes and the services of the greatest, in many
ways, of all the Presidents of the United States. I am an
admirer of Abraham Lincoln, and I am glad that the Nation's
affection for his memory has taken form in such a magnificent
appropriation. But, as has been well said by the gentleman
from Missourl [Mr. Borraxp] and other speakers, it hardly
comports with his character and achievements, with the high
ideals set before the American people by Abraham Lincoln, that
we should erect to his memory a monument such as they do
abroad for Kings. Lincoln was of an entirely different class,
differing frem them as the American free people differ from
the subjects of those momarchs. Perhaps the first speaker,
Mr. McCArLr, is correct in his view that we shounld not necessarily
embody the utilitarian in the memorial which we should erect
to Abraham Lincoln’s memory. It may be the consummation
of all that is gublime and poetic, as the gentleman peinted out,
to portray a character in our history upon canvas or sculp-
tured in marble go it almost speaks; but it seems to me, Mr.
Speaker, that if there is any one thing that ought to be placed
above the mere pleasure and enjoyment of a highway on
one side or the embodiment of sentiment and art on the other
it is the elevation of mankind.

We have heard a great deal during the past few years about
conzervation projects. We are undertaking to conserve our
streams, our water powers, and our forests; but, to my mind,
we have not yet directed our conservation policy and our con-
servation energies, if I may use that expression, in the most
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effective chaunels. Why, a conservation, my colleagues, the high-
est in degree of all, would be a conservation not alone of human
energy, but of human character [applause], the building up of
the great mass of people of our country by a proper recognition
of their needs. That brings me to the consideration of my own
resolution. My resolution has directly in point the building of
a great vocational educational institution. I want to say to
those who favor the establishment and the location of this
memorial in the city of Washington, that if my resolution
should be adopted and the plan therein contemplated carried
out, it would not be necessary that this great institution shounld
be located outside of Washington. If, indeed, the work to be
done within its walls was to educate teachers in vocational
work, then it would be a most appropriate location, because we
have located here within a radius of a mile and a half all the
great - institutions and departments of {he National Govern-
ment.

I was reading some monihs ago the statistics showing the
proportion of school children or children of school age attending,
or who ought to be attending, our schools but failed, for some
reason or other, to attend after the age of 14; and I am fortified
by the official statistics when I say that 8 out of 10, not your
children, of course, or mine, but the children of the great mass
of the poor people—that class from whom Abraham Lincoln
came himself—never again enter a school after that age. Eight
out of ten of all the school children beyond a secondary grade
have nof, it literally means, the advantage of a school of any
kind, though the doors ostensibly are open to them free of
charge. Think of it, 8 out of 10! Why, my colleagues, if we
have any more problems to solve in this Nation that will require
time, that can not be solved within a day, I do not want you to
forget that the hope of a proper solution of those problems rests
in the boys and girls of to-day. In the history of a nation
the development of a generation is but as a day; but if you
expect great reforms they must all come from these little ones,
because in the to-morrow they will take your seats here. If
they are to govern wisely and well, they must have every benefit
possible from our educational system.

Merely to open a school and say it is free of tuition to our
children is not solving the problem. Theoretically it is giving
one the same right as the other, but sooner or later we must
come, gentlemen of this House, to adopt a system of training
and edueation such as Germany and other foreign nations have
entered upon suecessfully in the past 20 or 30 years. In my
home town we have quite a number of factories which manu-
facture a superior quality of goods in certain lines, and if we
seck to-day to get those who are specially skilled in those indus-
tries, where do we go? Why, we go to Germany or we go to
I'rance, where they specialize in that particular kind of work.
So the resolution which I have introduced in the House to-day
and for which I speak calls for a national indorsement, if you
please, of a system that is as yet hardly practiced to any extent
whatever in our own country.

I say it not in words of censure of our institutions. We are
a new country. We have so many, many opportunities here for
the advancement of young men just starting out in life; we
liave so many broad acres that are yet unpeopled by the mil-
lions to follow that we do not, of course, find ourselves driven
by necessity, as do those crowded countries in Europe. But the
problems are coming, and it is for us in all due and proper time
to seize and take advantage of the kind of training such as we
have seen so successfully carried out in Germany and the other
countries referred to. -

Every day you gentlemen have upon yvour desks before you
petitions in favor of the Page educational bill, or the Lever bill,
or some other similar measure favoring Government cooperation
with the States. So this is not in any sense of the word an
innovation. I say to yon, my colleagues, if we could use the

2,000,000 that we have for that purpose in the founding or the
building of a great vocational school in the city of Washington,
we would lay the foundation for a memorial which would even
outlast the granite foundation and marble superstructure of the
beautiful monument so elogquently advocated by other speakers.

I am not one of those who would criticize that monument.
Architecturally considered—while I am in no position to speak
with authority—I have not studied it very much; but it seems
like a beautiful building. I do not know whether it would be
better to go back for our meodels to the Egyptian times or find
them in Grecian archifecture, or in the more simple lines of the
so-called colonial period. I will not undertake to pass upon that
plan of the memorial.

My objection lies in the fact that the American Congress is
about to appropriate the great sum of $2000,000 for that kind
of a memorial, when if we wanted to memorialize Abraham Lin-
coln nud recognize his services to humanity in that manner a
very much less sum would answer the purpose just as well, I

do not think that you could improve upon the statue of Abra-
ham Lincoln designed by St. Gandens and erected in Lincoln
Park, Chicago, and 1 am told that that cost about 3 per ceut of
what this would amount to; in other words, about $60,000.
Surely, for the ages to come, it seems to me that Cecil IRhodes,
that great empire builder, who ran the modern highways of
steel from the Southern Ocean northward across Africa into
the land of the ancient I’tolemies, will be best known by the en-
dowment of his Oxford scholarships when all his earthly
achievements shall have been forgotten. You are all familiar,
from reading at least, with his last resting place. In the cleft
of a great granite rock, facing the south, in Cape Colony, I be-
lieve, among the scenes of his exploits as a miner and railroad
builder, repose forever the remains of that great man.

But far away to the north, the country of his birth, in
England, the conception of his lofty purpose will go on and on
and on just as long as human institutions shall last. That
is the character of a memorial I would like to see founded
here, my colleagues. There have been a number of letters
read on both sides, some in favor of the highway and some in
favor of the Lincoln monument, but, if I may ask the indul-
gence of the House just for a few moments, I want to read
from a communication of a former Member of this House,
twice governor of the State of Massachusetfs, a man who by
foresight and industry has not only built up a great forfune
for himself, but has also been a great help to the laborers
and artisans of Massachusetis.

I wish to read now a few remarks from Gov. Foss, who wrote
me upon the merits of this particular resolution. I shall not
take the time of the House to read more than thig one letter,
but I want to say that without solicitation came all of those
other letters from educational instifutions throughout the coun-
try, from business firms, and from large manufacturing estab-
lishments. So far as my resolution is concerned, I have re-
quested no petition to be sent to Congress. I have asked no
petitions to be sent to any Member in favor of it, so that if it is
not known to the extent that other propositions are known it is
because there has been no effort made except to get for my own
personal satisfaction the opinions of eminent educators and men
who are at the heads of great industries in this country.

I read Gov. Foss's letter:

HMon. W. G. SHARP,
House of Representatives, Washinglon, D. C.
My DeAr Mg. Smanp: Many thanks for the copy of your speech on
Ll;e s:il'.;jectl of establishing a vocational school as a memorial to Abra-
m Lincoln.

Bosto¥, Mass,, Merch 13, 1912,

I hope your project will commend itsclf to the favorable consideration
of Con%'reas. If you succeed in securing some permanent Federal super-
vislon for vocational guidance and for elementary training along indus-
trial lines, you will have rendered a great service to this country.

I doubt whether there is any other public project which, in relation
to its cost, offers a better assurance of public benefit, provi{'ied the plan
is worked out along practical lines.

In Massachusetts we are parﬂculagir interested in edneational work
of a ctieal, industrial, and techni character. The legislature has
recently voted $1,000,000 to the Massachusetts Institute of Technology
in tacit recognition of its value to the State in training young men and
women toward self-support.

That school is not a State institution, but the public is convineed of
its_importance to the State.

I feve that indusirial education not only increases the average self-
supporting power of the community, but that it has also a still more
marked efficacy, for the reason that any normal man or woman cheer-
fully occupled in remunerative work has very little incentive to enter a
life of crime.

Massachusetts now has in operation several publie institntions known
as industrial schools, to which are sent young boys and girls who have
shown some minor disre, of law but who are not really criminals,
In my judgment, it is a very wise use of public money, whether under
1[Bt]xv,l;e or Federal supervision, to start young people upon careers of use-

ulness,

Elementary work along vocational lines appears fo be the best method
of doing this. T believe that our industrial schools in this State enable
us to get at the problems of evil doing and idleness before the police
and the judiciary arc compelled to deal hau'shlr with them.

1 take the liberty of sending you, as of possible intercst, the full text
of a speech which I read last year before the

American Soclety of
Anthropol. and Criminology, together with- some recent ris of
our several industrial schools. I also send you coples of my two in-

augural of 1911 and 1912, in which you will find my recom-
mendations to the slature of Massachusetts In ram to still
further to forestall ¢rime and at the same tlme d up the
industrial efliciency of the Commonwealth.

It seems at first thought preposterous, but it is really true that in
this country we are spending less money on education than we are on
mj.litlri preparations and expenses. I believe that we are not spending
as much money on education as it is costing us to meet the direct and
indirect losses from erlme and pauperism. Inasmuch as education of
a practical character is surely the best means of reducing these two
last-named I k you arve working on the right track and I
wish you success with all my heart,

Very truly, yours, EvgeExe N. Foss.

That is a very interesting letter, indeed, and I have many
others from prominent agricultural institutions, from men
prominent as the heads of great industries, and from men who
value the special services of those who have had this kind of
training. Not to take the time longer of the House, and thank-
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ing many of you who have been so patient as to listen to the
advocacy of a proposition that is slmost entirely new and not
strongly favored on account of prior commitments to these
other projects, I wish to say that in my opinion we could not do
a better thing than to turn down both of these projects and
establish a utilitarian institution which shall be for the uplift
of mankind, that shall emphasize and embody in its character,
for all time to come, the life and services of that greatest of all
humanitarians—Abraham Lincoln. [Applause.]

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gen-
tleman from Illinois would use some of his time.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr., JAMES].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]
is recognized. [Applause.] %

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, the very purpose of the amendment
to the resolution offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
DBorraxp] having, as he declares, as its chief end the perpetua-
tion of the memory of Abraham Lincoln, the secondary, if not
an equal paramount purpose of perpetuating good roads, will,
in my judgment, be an injury rather than an aid to establishing
the policy of governmental aid to good roads. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, the Congress of the United States, on February
9, 1911, with a unanimity that bespeaks a reunited country,
enncted into law a bill providing for the erection of a monu-
ment or memorial in the city of Washington, D. C., to the mem-
ory of Abraham Lincoln. It provided that the construction of
the “monument or memorial herein and hereby authorized
shall be upon such site as shall be determined by the commis-
sion herein created and approved by Congress.” This commis-
sion thus created has made its report. That is the question
now to be considered by this House. There was no thought or
suggestion when this original question was considered of at-
tempting to use the memory and fame of Abraham Lincoln as
a subterfuge to further the cause of Government aid to good
roads. I am a friend to good roads. I voted to appropriate
many millions of dollars to be divided between the States for
this laudable purpose. The question now under consideration
is, Shall the House repudiate its former action; shall the repu-
tation and glory of Abraham Lincoln be used as a makeshift
to begin by indirection that which gentlemen fear they shall be
unable to do directly in the open? [Applause.]

Lincoln was born in Kentucky. He went to the State of Illi-

-nois. Kentucky gave him to Illinois and Illinois gave him to
the Republic and the Republic gave him to the world. If a
road were to be built—if in earnest you desire to perpetuate
his memory and to pay tribute to his character—I submit that
the road ought not to go to that sea of carnage and flood of
sorrow, the battle field of Gettysburg, but it ought to be
built, if a road is what you want, from Springfield, Ill., where
he lived and lies buried, back to the old Kentucky home where
le first saw the light. [Applause.]

But we Kentuckians love the memory of Abraham Lincoln
too well to desire to use that as a vehicle for the purpose of
throwing upon the Government the maintenance of and assist-
ance in building public highways. [Applause.] Why, the argu-
ments made here this morning, Mr. Speaker, that Washington's
Monument was cold and clumsy looking, that some of the statues
here to Lincoln are not beautiful ; the argument that when men
want to pay tribute to one whom they leve and who made for the
good of their Republic they should do something that would be
useful—that argument would tear down every temple; it would
uproot every shrine; it would even pull the flag from the sky
becanse it might be made more useful than by simply swishing
there. [Applause.]

The Washington Monument, Mr. Speaker, is a great tribute
to the father of our counfry. I remember that when I first came
to this Capital City when but a boy the great patriotic lesson
that was impressed upon my mind by the lofty monument to
the memory of the father of the Republic., which was at once
emblematic of the affection and pride of a grateful people.
[Applause.] Monuments, memorialg, and statues are not in-
tended to be useful. They are erected to men who have been
nseful and who have served their country well. [Applause.]
You want this roadway from here to Gettysburg. Why select
the field of carnage to perpetuate the memory of the man who
loved peace so well [applause]; the one who said at the
Hampton Roads eonference, “ Write union at the top and any-
thing else under it.” He wanted to avoid the dread conflict,
and I believe this House will not do its duty to the memory of
this great Kentuckian, this great Illinoisan, this great Ameri-
can, this great patriot if you allow yourselves to be diverted
from your solenmmn purpose to erect a memorial to him to start
a public-road movement or trifle with it in any such way as
that, [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, the man who erects a republic deserves a last-
ing place in the affections of men. But who is prepared to say
that even the man who erects a republic is greater than the °
man who saves a republic? [Applause.] For those who have
enjoyed the freedom and opportunity that liberty gives suffer
more when it is taken from them than those who have never
known of its glories. |[Applause.]

Kentucky gave to the South Jefferson Davis, who stood at the
head of a patriot army, which for courage and sincerity finds no
counterpart in all the annals of war. [Applanse.] Lincoln
stood at the head of another patriot army, inspired by love of
country. 'The war is over. Let us perpetuate the memory of
Abraham Lincoln as befits his life and his deeds. But let me
say here and now that, though some would trifle with it and use
it as a public-roads propaganda, yet—

Till the future dares forget the past, his fate and fame shall be an
echo and a light unto eternity.

[Long-continued applause.]

Mr, SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I have agreed that the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Evaxs] may yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. HuMPHREYS].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi
HumrHaREYS] is recognized for 10 minutes,

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I shall
vote for the memorial as proposed by the committee which has
had the matter in charge. [Applause.] I naturally feel a
hesitancy in differing with the gentleman from Ohio, Gen.
SuERwoop, who played such a conspicuous part as a Union
soldier during the war between the States. I do not wish to
play the hypoecrite, nor profess to have that in me which is not
there. I am the son of a Confederate soldier, and it is the
proudest fact of my life that my father bore an honorable
part in that great struggle for local self-government. Above
my desk in the House Office Building hangs a picture of Jef-
ferson Davis, At his feet when a boy I sat as at the feet
of Gamaliel and learned the story of the Confederacy and
the principles for which it stood. As a young man, when I
stood at the altar with her who was to be the partner of my
life, Jefferson Davis stood with us, and when the ceremony
ended he placed his hands upon our heads and said, “ God
bless you, my children.” 3

These are memories which I cherish, Mr. Speaker, and shall
hand down a rich legacy to my children.

The great war ended 50 years ago, and, thank God, the
thoughts of men have broadened with the process of the suus.
In 1861 my father followed the Stars and Bars and wore the
gray. In 1808 I followed the Stars and Stripes and wore the
blue. [Applause.] I believe that I was right in 1808, and I
as surely believe that he was right in 1861.

We are here to-day engaged in a high and lofty purpose.
Abraham Lincoln needs no memorial. We can add nothing to
his fame, nor can we subtract one jot or tittle from it. He and
Jefferson Davis, Ulysses 8. Grant, and Robert E. Lee must
stand before the bar of history upon the record of their deeds
done in the body, and each alike must abide its judgment. T
have little respect for him on either side the line who fears that
final verdiet.

Those were bloody years, mad with strife and sad with the
suffering and travail of a weeping people; but we should rvot
forget them. We should rather teach our children to emulate
the d of those who bore the brunt of battle and bowed
beneath the awful burdens of State. I believe he reads his
country’s history with little understanding who can not catch
an inspiration to patriotism from every battle field in this
Republic., [Applaunse.] We have erected monwments throungh-
out the North to the Union soldiers. We have erected monu-
ments throughout the South to the Confederate soldiers; but
the labor of love is not yet completed.

Mr. Speaker, I was in Quebec a few years ago and visited the
Plains of Abraham. Two hundred years ago the British, under
Wolfe, and the French, under Montealm, fought on that battle
field for the mastery of Canada. Upon it to-day there stands
a monument erected by the descendants of those who fought
under Wolfe and the descendants of those who fought under
Montcalm. On it is inscribed this legend:

To Wolfe and AMontealm. Valor gave them a common death; history
gave them a common fame; posterity gave them a common monument.

Speaking as far as I may speak for those whose hopes went
out at Appomattox, I stand ready to vote for such a monument
on every battle field of the Republic to commemorate the hero-
ism of those who there gave up their precious lives, whether
they wore the blue or whether they wore the gray. [Applaunse.]

I believe we are beginning such a monument here to-day,
although this resolution provides for cnly half of it. The
monument we are building is to Abraham Lincoln, the embodi-

[Mr.
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ment of all for which the Union soldier fought and won.
Across the river, as I believe, upon the sacred soil of oid
Virginia, in the near future another monument will arise to
the memory of Jefferson Davis, who was the embodiment of
all for which the Confederate soldier fought and lost. For
such a monument I believe no price could be too high; for such
a purpose I believe that no money can be ill spent.

I think it ought to be beautiful. I would not stain the even
virtue of our enterprise by exchanging the inspiration of the
artist for the sordid commercialism of the road builder. [Ap-
plause.]

1 believe it ought to be beautiful, beautiful enough to be
worthy the high commission we will give it, a commission to tell
the ages yet to come how soon it was that happy day rolled
around, foretold in the prophetic language of Lincoln, * When
the mystic chords of memory stretching from every battle field
and patriot’s grave to every heart and hearilistone all over this
broad land would again swell the chorus of the Union when
touched, as they surely have been touched, by the better angels
of our nature.” [Applause.]

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment,
which I will read myself, as I think the Clerk will have diffi-
culty in reading it:

In line 10 strike ont the word “approve' and insert * disapprove,
and that a memorial arch on Sixteenth Street at a suitable point north
of the intersection of U Street and Bixteenth Btreet, at a cost not to
exceed $2,000,000, be erected instead of the bailding provided by the
commission.” Y

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on the
amendment on the theory that it has been reported by the Clerk.

Mr. SIMS. I read it myself because I thought the Clerk might
have difficulty in reading it.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rule that the Clerk read it.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, no one in this House has more rev-
erence for the characteristic qualities of Abraham Lincoln that
made him worthy of our memory than I have.

What were the characteristics of Abraham Lincoln? Do you
wish the future to have an idea of what the man was? Shall
whatever we erect here as a memorial to him be a reflection of
the man, so that it may be educational as well as ornamental?
How did he start in life, and where? The gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. James], the eloquent Senator-to-be, told you he
was born in Kentucky, in a log cabin. What next do we hear
of Abraham Lincoln? That he was a rail splitter; and I have
a kindly feeling for any man who ever split rails. The next
thing we hear of him was his championship of human rights,
regardless of the color of the human being. From this humble
beginning in the log cabin he rose to the highest office in the
land. What do all these things suggest to our minds? Born
in a log cabin, being a rail splitter, then becoming the great
champion of human rights. Will it be to those things that we
will recur when we look upon an artistic heathen temple, how-
ever beautiful it may be, erected in a reclaimed frog pond?
God made Abraham Lincoln, and let us place his memorial on
a God-made hill, where the mosquitoes and the frogs will not
bother and annoy those who come fo look upon it. I have little
patience with using that name to promote any other purpose
than the purpose for which it ought to be used; that is, to bring
back to us in vivid recollection the man and what he was to

. his country, what he was as a citizen, and what he was when

he died. Does your heathen temple suggest Lincoln in any
phase of his useful life? y

We can not get away from the thought suggested by the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pickerr], who charged, perhaps
truthfully, that the road to Gettysburg would be used for pur-
poses least suggestive of the life and character of Abraham
Lincoln—show places, automobile races, and things of that
sort. I am just as far from wanting to do things by indirection
as any man in this House. I say if we are going to undertake
to build public highways at natioanal expense, let us go boldly
about it, but I have as little patience with the location of this
memorial in Potomae Park, in order that it may be used as an
argument to build a magnificent automobile driveway from
that park to Rock Creek Park, and on out to the Soldiers’ Home,
where it will be beyond the common use of a poor man, like
Abraham Lincoln was in his early days, available only to the
wealthy who ean afford such things as automobiles and ecar-
ringes. 1 do not mean to insinuate that the honorable com-
mittee that reported this bill or that the commission had any
such thought and purpose, but this location is being contended
for and promoted by some men who want it more as an excuse
for building a great automobile driveway, than as a suitable
and desirable place for a memorial to Abraham ILincoln.

Mr. Speaker, I have looked all over Washington, and I find
nowhere in this city a memorial arch or an arch of any kind.

The Washington Monument stands to the south of the White
House. Here is a great avenue from the doors of the White
House running north to the District boundary, one of the finest
in this city. Along its course are many hills made by the
Creafor who made Lincoln, elevations higher by far than any
proposed artificial mound to be erected in Potomac Park ouf of
soil removed from cther places and piled up in that mosquito-
breeding swamp formerly known as the Potomac Flats. Why
not place out on that great avenue on one of those splendid
nature-built hills, a great monumental arch, as provided for in
my amendment, not costing over $2,000,000 so as to keep it
within the appropriation? Then upon that great arch, from one
end fo the other, place the log cabin; place the rail splitter on
the top of a rail cut with the ax in his hands; place him there
laboring for the freedom of the slave; place him in a miniature
White House as President of this great Nation—and then you
will have an inspiring object lesson to the youth of this
country.

You can peint to the boy born in the log cabin who, on ae-
count of his belief in right doing, ended his days on earth in
the White House, It will be memorializing this great man in a
way everyone will approve. Then there is one further thing
to commend this location. There is no real estate speculative
scheme that can connect itself with this memorial arch on Six-
teenth Street. Of course any improvement on any street of
any kind affects values near by it, but that part of the Distriet
has already been exploifted. The property has been all bought
and sold so often that the speculative opportunities are about
all gone. Within two squares of that magnificent avenue runs
Fourteenth Street, with street car lines. What poor persons that
Lincoln loved so well will see his monument, or how often will
they see it if placed down in that reclaimed frog pond, or how
many will go over the proposed driveway from it and through
Rock Creek I'ark to the Soldiers’ Home? No; the people whom
Lincoln loved and served in his lifetime will rarely ever see it.
It takes their entire time in this high-priced town to make
enough to buy the necessaries of life on whiech to live. With
that great arch across that great avenue the poorest man, the
poorest woman, the poorest boy in the city of Washington can
go of his own accord, can go within two blocks by street cars
and walk over and look at that magnificent memorial portraying
to the youth of this country the possibilities of a great, free
Republic. What will your Greek temple suggest to anybody
that will be a benefit to the future generations of this country?
Then there will not be any competition, as it were, between
the Washington Monument and this proposed memorial arch as
a monument to another great American citizen, erected on
Sixteenth Sifreet, in another and noncontiguous portion of
the city.

By adopting my amendment we will have a memorial erected
to Abraham Lincoln where the greatest opportunity will be
afforded to people to see it, both those who live here and those
who visit this Capital, both rich and poor.

Mr. Speaker, let us extend that memorial arch across this
great avenue, and on it let there be placed such statues as may
be necessary to bring to the lively remembrance of everyone
who sees it those deeds in his life that made Abraham Lincoln
what he was to this Nation. The arch can be as artistic ns a
Greek temple, and in purpose, design, and effect on the high
land of Sixteenth Street it cerfainly will far exceed anything
which can be placed down in Potomac Park. Besides, it will be
no promoter's excuse to put off on the Government a lot of
almost valueless real estate at high prices. The highway fo
Gettysburg could be used by the poor man, could be used by the
wayfarer, could be used by the automobilists, could be used by
the dray and the cart, but anybody who goes to this Potomac
Park must use a carriage or automobile. There are no street
cars approaching it, and you practically risk your life if you
go down there afoot; if you are not a pretty good hand, pretty

expert in the use of your legs, yon will be in danger of your life. .

But instead of putting up anything in frog land, put it where
everybody can see it who wants to, without the rich man‘s re-
sources, without cost, where are the facilities of street car serv-
ice, the cheapest form of transportation available to the poor,
so that to them it will be an inspiration for all time to come,
and in the erection of which no real estate scandal can possibly
develop.

Let Lincoln's memorial be placed on the highest ground in
the District, where the first ray of sun will wreath his brow in
the morning and the last ray will light up that kindly face in
the evening.

AMr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I used?

The SPEAKER, Eighteen minutes.
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Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes of my time
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Savxpers] and reserve the
balance.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tenuessee yields 15
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Savxpers] and
reserves the balance of his time.

[Mr. SAUNDERS addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. PICKETT. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. Nye]. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Nye]
is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. NYE. Mr. Speaker, this should be a memorial of peace
and not of war. While I was first attracted somewhat by the
scheme to build a road to Gettysburg, America’s great Auster-
litz, upon further and more serious reflection I have concluded
that that would be a mistake. I am disposed to look with a
great deal of favor personally upon the idea suggested by the
getitleman from Ohio [Mr. Smare]. I think if Mr. Lincoln
conld speak to us to-day he would say that he would give the
poor boys like himself an opportunity for at least a primary
education. But I believe that as the question stands to-day
none of these measures will be considered, probably, under the
rules, and the question is, Shall we have a memorial after half
a century, in which the life and memory and character of this
great man have been sacredly cherished in the hearts of the
American people? I think it has been wisely ordered that con-
siderable time should elapse in which we might witness, as
we have, the blending of the blue and the gray, and see men
on both sides of this House unite in their earnest purpose to
crect now, or as soon as possible, a suitable memorial to the
western world's greatest patriot and greatest lover of mankind.
[Applause. ]

1 say that this should be a memorial of peace and not of war.
We should not be reminded so much of the physical and awful
struggle between neighbors and brothers of half a century ago
on that field as ‘we should of that love swhich springs from the
better impulse of our national life, which is at least latent in
our uational heart and which was personified in the life and
character of Abraham Lincoln. This universal love of man-
kind. this paternal affection for mankind and his country en-
abled him to lead us out of the thick darkness of our national
distress iuto the bright light of perpetual peace, I trust, and of
lasting prosperity as a people. [Applause.] And I firmly be-
lieve that this man was so universal in his character that we
may rejoice at this day to find a united countiry and a united
IHouse in their devotion to his memory. IIave you ever noticed,
a8 you have studied that immortal oration at Gettysburg, that
lLie was a man too great to be affected even by the partisanship
of war? So broad and parental was his love that his references
on that field were fo “ the men who died here,” * the men who
sleep here.” He did not even say then “the Union soldier,”
“the man in blue,” or “the man in gray.” It was a parental
love, and he was large enough to see that under the infinite
providence of God that terrible and mournful struggle was per-
haps necessary in the evolution of our race and in the perpetun-
ation of our institutions, and by reason of that broad, uni-
versal, and parental love he rose from that terrible night of
conflict, at last holding aloft in mournful trinmph the flag, not
of a section, but of a nation, and the greatest Nation under
God's blue sky. [Applause.]

i I am for perpetuating the idea which dominated the great and
masterful life of Abraham Lincoln, Ile knew in his great heart
that love moves the world, that it is next to the heart of the
Infinite. He came from the wilderness of the South. His heart
in all that agony was as much with his neighbors of the South
as his consclence was with the cause of human freedom con-
tended for at the North.

For four long years, in agony and pain, he held one hand in
the North and one in the South, and finally bound them together
by his unselfish devotion to the cause of human liberty and an
enduring Union. [Applaunse.]

It was not to 'celebrate a momentary victory or the heroism
of the forces of one side in the conflict that he made that great
sgpeech. That speech was made that we might consecrate our-
selves anew, as he said, to the cause of freedom and to the per-
petuation of the Nation—a Nation dedicated to the principle
that all men are equal. It was a prophecy of a new birth in
freedom and a pledge that this new Nation that holds the hope
of the world should not perish from the earth.

Mr. Speaker, let us build a beautiful memorial, not to the
physical man, not to the battle field, not to perpetuate the mem-
ory of past antagonisms, but to symbolize that larger national
love which Lincoln manifested to the world, without which all
nations are but the passing pageant of an hour. [Applause.]

Mr. PICKETT. Mr, Speaker, T yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HerLix], [Applause.]

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with profit and
pleasure to gentlemen who have spoken in the interest of good
roads and to those who have favored a suitable memorial to
Abraham Lincoln. I have gone upon record as a friend of good
roads. I am a member of the Committee on Agriculture, and
that commitfee reported during the last session a bill which
carried an appropriation of more than $14,000,000 for the im-
provement and construction of public highways in the United
States. I contributed in my humble way, Mr. Speaker, toward
the passage of that bill through this House, As genilemen here
will recall, that bill died in the Senate. I am an advocate of
good roads, and if I Iive I propose to continue in the Sixty-third
Congress to plead for Government aid for public-roads build-
ing in the United States; but I do not have to vote now for a
road frem Washington to Gettysburg in order to convince the
country that I am a friend of the good-roads movement. [Ap-
plause.]

There is a time for all things, the Good Book tells us, and
this is the time for the Representatives of the American people
to speak for and vote for a memorial temple to be erected in
the capital of this Nation to the memory of Abraham Lincoln.
[Applause.] What more appropriate place could be selected
for the building of a monument to Abralam Lincoln than in
the capital of the Nation? Here Representatives in Congress
from the South and from ihe North discussed the great issues
that were ultimately settled by the arbitrament of the sword.
It was here that southern Ilepresentatives announced to the
Nation the secession of their States, and from this capital went
to cast their fortunes with their States on the field of war.
Here Lincoln presided as President during that bloody conflict
between the States. Fere he received the good tidings that the
war was over, and here that he rejoiced when the dove of peace
brought an olive branch from Appomattox [applause], and here
that his eyes glowed with the joyous vision of a reunited coun-
try. [Applause.] It was here that he said, “ Let us all work
together now to restore these States to their places in the great
Union of States.” [Applause.] Here, Mr. Speaker, that he
breathed his last, to the great loss and deep sorrow of the South
and the whole country. [Applause.]

Had he lived the South would never have known the horrors
of reconsiruction. [Applause.] The despised ecarpethagger
wonld never have been noted in the annals of southern history.
[Applause.] The whole country suffered by his death, but the
South suffered most. [Applause.] Had he lived the two sec-
tions, bravely fighting for what they believed to be right, would
have been bound together sooner in the ties of everlasting love
and union, [Applause.] Linecoln is the common heritage of our
common country, and the Sonth delights to honor his name, [Ap-
plause.] No section of our counfry takes more pride in this
Capital of a reunited people than does the brave and chivalrous
South. [Applause.] The war had to come. It took the war to
settle the question of secession, and never until Lee surrendered
to Grant at Appomattox and the names of these two brave
generals passed into the Valhalla of American fame was the
right to secede withdrawn from the States. [Applause.] Here
Lincoln presided as President through that stormy period; here
he breathed his last, and to this place the hearts of a sorrow- *
ing people turned at the sad news of his death; and here let
us build a lasting monument to his memory. [Applause.]

No, Mr. Speaker, no automobile boulevard from Washington
to Gettysburg will suffice to perpetuate the memory of Lineoln.
[Applause.] Out yonder is Gettysburg, the seene of one of the
bloodiest battles in human history. Monuments are erected there
to the memory of those who fought on opposing sides. We have
Gettysburg now, and we have a way to reach it, but, Mr.
Speaker, we have no appropriate memorial in the ecity of Wash-
ington to the name of Abraham Lincoln. [Applause.] Let us
erect here in this beautiful Capital City a magnificent temple
to his memory.

In a few moments the tourist can view the entire magnificent
memorial temple and carry it back home photographed upon
his memory, but if he desired fo see a highway builded from
Washington to Gettysburg he would have to travel 90 miles in
order to have a complete view of the entire memorial. I shall
cast my vote in favor of a memorial temple to be erected in the
Capital of our country to the memory of Abraham Lincoln.
[Applause.]

Surrounded by poveriy when a boy and with but little of the
aid afforded by letters, he buffeted the waves of ill luck and
ill fortune and rose superior to all opposing forces and achieved
the highest office within the gift of a proud and patriotic peo-
ple. [Applause.]
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Mr. Speaker, in fhe years to come southern boys and north-
ern boys, eastern boys and western boys, thrilled with patri-
otic emotions, will stand around this temple in solemn medita-
tion and catch inspiration as they ponder the story of his event-
ful life. [Loud applause.]

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 10 minutes to the
genfleman from Maryland [Mr. Tarsorr].

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, my home and my
oceupation for a part of the time that President Lincoln was a
great factor in making history are a little embarrassing to me.
If the plan of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BoRLAND]
should obtain, the Lincoln highway would go through a part
of my congressional district, and I think that is a part of the
mogt beautiful land on earth. It would be a benefit to some of
the very best people that ever breathed the breath of life, I
have tried all I could to find out exactly what I ought to do
in relation to this proposition.
sent my own Dbeautiful couniry that I should vote for this
proposition of the highway unless it is right, and I have so
stated. In the brief time allowed me I want to state that the
consiruction of the highway is the only thing to do. If you
conld cross the Great Divide and say to Lincoln that we are
determined to erect a memorial to him, befitting his publie
services and life and character, and ask him to make a selec-
tion, 1 am quite sure that he would say to construct the high-
wiay.

Mr. Speaker, what will the highway do? It is the connecting
link hetween the field of the greatest battle ever fought and the
National Capital, from which it was directed. It will be the
road, strange to say, along which the Union veferans marched,
and they had to interpose themselves between the grandest
army—~Gen. Lee's army—so far as bravery and fighting guali-
ties are concerned, that the world ever saw, and this Capital.

It Is not worth while to discuss the Battle of Gettysburg. It
has been talked about and written about, and will be as long
a8 the world stands. There is only one thing about i, I will
say to my southern friends. We failed. The South failed at
Gettysburg, and that is all there is to it—and there was the
sunset of our ambition. Now, what in the world can be more
appropriate than to construct a great highway from Washing-
ton to Gettysburg in memory of this great man. We are united,
we are happy, we are g great Nation; and if we have done any-
thing against each other for which we are sorry, we have
forgiven each other.

Why not do the sensible thing and vote for this memorial
from Washington to Gettysburg? We all have agreed that
Abraham Lincoln was in public life, perhaps, the greatest hu-
manitarian of his day. He was a plain character, a plain man,
and I will repeat, if you could cross the Great Divide and reach
him where he is and where he ought to be and say to him that
we would like to do something to perpetuate the memory of his
life and character and services for this land of ours, he would
say at first, no; that he wanted nothing from any of us; that
has life and character and services to his land were enough
for him; but he would also say that if we had made up our
minds to spend money, then that he wanted us to spend it in
the way that would do the most good for the people of the
conntry that he loved so well. That would be his message to us.

I have seen boals rowed around Peunnsylyvania Avenue and
Sixth Street because of floods from the Potomae River, and you
have gof, perhaps, to meet that emergency if you place the
memorial there.

Why, Mr. Speaker, this is the Mecca for all the people who
can afford to visit this beauntiful cily and who want to see what
is going on. They come to Washington. Do you want them to
go home and say, “ Oh, I saw the Lincoln memorial down here
on a place that was flooded "7 The best report for the returned
visitor to make of his impression of Washington is, “I have
traveled the Lincoln highway to the greatest baitle field of the
war, where the greatest generals, where the bravest soldiers,
fought each other; I traveled it, and there”—if he is a southern
man he will say—*" I saw where Pickett charged and broke the
line.” If he is a northern man he will say, “I saw where Han-
cock fell, I saw where Sickles fell,” and so on down the line.
If you want to do a great thing, my countrymen, on the floor of
this House, and you want to do a popular thing, connect this
Capital City with the greatest battle field in the history of war-
fare; spend your money in that way. *“Oh,” says my friend
HerLiN, of Alabama, “it is a boulevard for automobiles.” The
man who has an automobile is going to ride, anyhow.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maryland
hias expired.

AMr. TALBOTT of Maryland.
additional,

I would like to have one minute
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I do not think because I repre-

Mr. BORLAND. T yield one minute to the gentleman.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I want to say that you can
not do a more fitting or a more glorious thing than to construct
a road from the great Capital of the Nation to the great battle

field of the Nation. ?
I thank you all, Mr. Speaker, and I ask unanimous consent {o
extend my remarks in the Recozb. '

The SPEAKER.
gentleman from Maryland?
none.

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment there can be
but two good reasons given for the appropriating of public
money for the construction of a monuwment or memorial to any
individual. i

One is that the character of and the services renderéd by the
individual were so exalted and beneficial to the people that the
Representatives of the people are justified in appropriating
public money for the construction of a monument or memorial
commemorating the life and services of the individual. :

The other reason—and which, in my opinion, is the stronger—
is that such monument or memorial will tend to aid in the edu-
cation and the enlightenment of the people.

I am opposed to the construction of a highway from Washing-
ton to Gettysburg in this instance, for, in my judgment, it would
fail to serve, either as a monument to Abraham Lincoln or tend
to aid in the education of our people.

Such a road truly would serve a certain purposa. It would
make a nice driveway for those who can afford to enjoy them-
selves by traveling over the country in automobiles. But so
far as being a memorial to Abraham Lincoln it would be a
complete failure; for there would not be anything along this |
highway that would be suggestive of the life and services of |
Abraham Lincoln, save and except here and there an old Vir-
ginia rail fence, which might call to the mind of one familiar
with the life of Mr. Lincoln that he once split rails in Illinois,
and even this suggestion would be destroyed by the commercial
advertising on the board fences and sign boards along the way,
such as “ Smoke Bull Durham,” * Drink refreshing and invig-
orating Budweiser beer,” and so forth, which would become
matters of comment by the joy riders as they sped along this
highway, which alone to the historian and the automobile driver
for profit would be Eknown and recognized as the Lincoln
memorial highway.

Mr. Speaker, to advocate such a proposition is, to my mind,
treating the name of Abraham Lincoln irreverently.

Is this what the American people want done in honor of
Abraham Lincoln? Surely not. For, Mr. Speaker, if there is
any American for whom a monument should be erected, solely
as a matter of love and respect to his memory, that man is
Abraham Lineoln, for his life and achievements furnish us the
most siriking illustration of the possibilities of Ameriean citi-
zenship. He demonstrated that in this land of ours, without
wealth or social position, it is possible for an American boy
with energy and a good heart to win the highest honor within
the gift of our people.

Washington, Jefferson, and many others have added brilliant
pages to our history, and we love and revere their memory; but
they were the children of fortune and social position, while Lin-
coln was the child of poverty and acquainted with adversity.
Surely it is an inspiration to think of the life of this great
man; to follow him in his career from his cabin home in old
Kentucky, thence as a boy, with his pioneer father, to the wil-
derness of Indiana; thence to Illinoig, from which State he
came to this city as the Chief Executive of our Nation:; and
here for four long years, with sorrowful heart but with fixed
purpose, he held aloft above the dark clouds of civil conflict
the flag of our Union. And when the dove of peace had once
more refurned to our stricken counitry and the great armies
that had battled for supremacy were about to disband and re-
turn to their homes in the North and the Southland, to become
citizens once more of a peaceful and united country, Lincoln,
who had borne the greatest burden of it all, was stricken down
by the assassin and died without a word. The obscurity of his
birth, the hardship and sorrow of his life, and his tragic and
untimely death combine to form the most pathetic tragedy this
world has witnessed since our Savior staggered and fell beneath
his cross at Calvary.

Construct a road as a memorial to this man. Oh, no. Con-
nect his name with Gettysburg, once the scene of bloodshed
and carnage. No. For the mention of Gettysburg recalls one
of the saddest incidents in our history. Lincoln, the great lover
of peace, whose soul shuddered at the thought of war, should
not be connected by memorial with any battlefield, but here
in this city, the capital of the Nation, where he suffered and

Is there objection to the request of the
[After a pause.] The Chair hears
i
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died, should be constructed a. magnificent monument which
should stand alone, distinet, sublime, and which should be a
tribute of love from the Ameriean people.

It is true it will cest something; it can not be used by any-

~one, and it should not; but it should simply stand as a monu-
ment to his life and services, and it should be of such imposing
character that the thousands of students who visit this city
annnally, as they stand and gaze upon it in all its simple
grandeur, will go away impressed with the thought that it por-
trays the sirength and beauty of the character of Abraham
Lincoln. I have but little patience with those who argue that
Lincoln was a plain and unostentatious man and that this is
a waste of money and that it had better be in: a. way
that will be for the pleasure and convenience of at least a part
of our people, Those who make the argument fail to conceive
the real purpose of this monument. This monument, in my
judgment, as I said before; should be erected simply as a memo-
rial to this great man and for no other purpose. There are
always present. these who object to the expense or waste. We
hire told that when Martha brought the precious ointment to
annoint her Master some complained and said that it should be
gold and the money given to the poor. But that was Martha's
iribute of love. So this monument to Abraham Lincoln should
represent the tribute of love of his counirymen.

My, Speaker and gentlemen, as a citizen of Illinois and one
who reveres the memory of Abraham Lincoln, and one who has
ofttimes stood at his tomb at Springfield, Ill., where his ashes
rest in peace, in the name of the citizenship of that great Com-
monwealth that stood loyally by Lincoln in the hours of his
greatest trial, I beg of you to stamp with your disapproval
any proposition that tends to connect the name of this great
man with any utilitarian purpose under the guise of constract-
ing something to his honor.

Trar better leave him alone in his glory. His fame is secure.
No act of ours can add to the glory of his splendid career. No
monwmnent of granite or bronze is needed to perpetuate the story
of his life and achievements through the coming centuries. As
long as men love liberty and believe in the equality of man the
name of Abraham Lincoln will shine with steady and increas-
ing luster, and the erection of the proposed monument on the
baunk of the Potomac is not for the purpose of perpetuating his
name, but simply to show our love and appreciation of his life
and services.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it will be admitted by
everyone that in case a majority vote was required to determine
any architectural design in the world, where there are a num-
ber of competing plans, it would be impossible to secure a
majority, and that consequently nothing would be done. The
history of competitions in architectural memorials prove this to
be true. The Washington Monument for half a century after it
had been started remained incomplete. Half a century has
elapsed since the death of Lincoln, and we have done nothing,
There are many suitable forms which a memorial may take,
and they appeal differently to many different minds, and there
is only one way in which we can ever erect a memorial of any
kind, and that is for some men to yield to the taste of others,
The present situation shows the truth of the old saying, “de
gustibus non disputandum.” So one may think a bridge is the
fittest monument, another an arch, another a pyramid, another

~an obelisk. Then there are all sorts and descriptions of statues
which may better please the taste of others. We have come to
a period in the history of a Lincoln memorial when- it is time
to act. We hare chosen a Fine Arts Commission to advise us,

and that commission is unanimous. The Congress of the United

' States has appointed a commission consisting of the President

. of the United States, the Speaker of this House, and distin-

| guished Senators and Congressmen, and they have presented a
unanimous report. TUnder these circumstances I for one feel
that it is necessary to subordinate my own desire or my own
project or my own taste to the taste of what is evidently the
majority of those best qualified to pass on such a question, Two
years ago, when this question first came before the Library
Committee, I was opposed to this design. Two years' careful
study of the entire subject, and after having had hearings before
the Library €ommittee upon this subject, makes me perfectly
clear on this proposition: That the majority of the people of the
United States who have made a special study of artistic matters
are satisfied with the memorial proposed by the Fine Arts Com-
mission. The proposal comes within the amount authorized for
the memorial. The cost of the Bacon design is $1,750,000;, which
will leave an ample margin for the preparation of the grounds
and the planting suitable to the design.

Captious eriticism is passed on every artistic design, and it
seems to be impossible to aveid it. The greatest works of art
have been subject at times to ridicule. I call the attention of

the House to what happened in regard to the Washington Monu-
ment, and what I shall say of that monument I say on the as-
sumption that there is not a man in this House who does not
appreciate the lesson that that monument teaches. As a great
judge of art has said:

It is gray in the dawn, brilliant in the sunlight, black in the thunder-
storm, pink in the afterglow, mysterious in the moonlight, vanishing in
the mist, lost in the clonds—always majestic stands the memorial to th
Father of his Country. In the sunllﬂl; and shadow, thunderstorm an
mist, in the clouds and in the clear G afaimt the golden sunrise and
the red sunset, against the midday akg of blue and the midnight s
scintillating with stars, against the bright white clouds and the dar
gray clouds, moving with the wind, bowing to the warmth of the sun,
l'ecejﬂnf the lightning's stroke, ever changing, it is always stately,
always beautiful.

Yet adverse criticism was common years ago. In the North
American Review of March, 1816, in discussing what was neces-
sary for a design for the Monument, an author demanded a
statue by capable American artists and derided the imitation of
ancient models, and the author says:

If an architectural monument s resolved upom, the principal forms
are the pyramld, the obelisk, the triumphal arch, and the columns. The
two former were peculiar to the Eig'yptlans and may be considered De-
yond the power any modern nation. |

In 1879, in an article in the American Architect, we find this
sentence in regard to the Washington Monument:

The ugllest monument in the world s In a falr way to be completed,

or;hstha game Journal of December 13, 1884, we find these
w 2

There is some satisfaction In reflecting that the United States pos-
sesses the tallest bullding in the world, but when this is sald there
will be little else about the Monument of which we can be proud.

W. W. Story, himself a noted sculptor, in protesting against
the obelisk, said: .

This form of architecture is the refuge of incompetency. TIn archi«
tecture when an architect is meompetenfc he resorts to the obelisk,

An article in the Atlantic Monthly of April, 1879, referred to
the * puerile character of the design™ and to “clinging to an
obsolete idea.”

The debates in the House of Representatives on the final ap-
propriations for the Washington Monument are likewise in-
structive. On August 2, 1876, a joint commission, as in the
present case, was created by Congress, and that commission re-
ported unanimously in favor of completing the obelisk on the
site on which it was begun. On April 2, 1878, there was an in-
teresting debate upon the floor of this House as to the location
of the Monument. It was said to be in a swamp; that is worse
than saying it is down “by the brewery.” A gentleman from
Michigan wanted the Monument placed upon solid ground at
the soldiers’ home. The brilliant Cox, of New York, known asg
Sunset Cox, said:

One thing is very sure, and that is, that if that Alonument Is ever
finished it will be a= htly as it is to-day; It is not the kind of a
gggi:ent wa ghould erect in this city in the memory of George Wash-

Mr. Clymer, of Pennsylvania, said:

It 18 a meaningless shaft. There is nothing in the past like it 4

A Congressman from Maryland moved that the Monument be
transferred to Baltimore. It would be useless to further quote
from that debate. We have heard it all over again this after-
noon; the same differences of tastes, the same wildness and
crudity of statement, the same inappreciation of the beautiful
in art, and the same appeal to the great unwashed.

Now, one word as to the practical value of this Monument.
A monument in its very nature has no material value, and ought
not to have. It ceases {o be a monument when the latter is its
predominating characteristic. For that very reason anything
that is used every day can never be a memorial in the sense
in which our race has raised memorials to its dead in all the
past ages. A memorial which speaks of a man should bring to
men the lesson of his life at a glance. It should not be some-
thing that will enable us to put money in our pockets or to
save money.

A memorial is not an economic proposition—it is the payment
of a debt of gratitude; it is a recognition of the example o
greatness; it is a lesson to the youth of the land. To turn such
an object to profit is prostitution, if not sacrilege. But our
opponents especially love to dwell on the phrase * Greek
temple,” and to speak of Lincoln within that temple as a “ Greek
god,” and some of them ask for American architecture as
though there were such a thing. If the Greek temple is inap-
propriate for Lincoln, because it is Greek, then the Capitol in
which we stand is inappropriate for us because its dome is
Roman. If the argument for the road is good, let us tear down
the Capitol building and build an up-to-date Chicago or New
York skyscraper of 20 stories. The great styles of buildings
were all discovered before America was discovered, and we
to-day must and do adopt these siyles to our changing nceds,
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and that is the purpose of great architecture. You might just
as well object to the use of marble for sculpture because the
Greeks used it, and ask why haven't we got some American
metal or material out of which sculptures can be made. You
might just as well object to pictures being painted in oil or
water colors and ask why haven’t we got some American mate-
rial out of which pictures can be made. It is said by some that
there is no connection between this magnificent monument and
the character of Abraham Lincoln. Such a person must have
a very singular concept of art. Of all the forms of architecture
in existence the simplest, the plainest, and the most magnificent
is the Greclan. All of these qualities should recall Abraham
Lincoln. The acme of Greek art is the Parthenon at Athens—
the acme of the art of the people who developed the idea of
federal power. It was Greek political and statesmenlike genius
which welded together the idea of local sovereignty with a State
that should be a unit to the rest of the world. The fundamental
idea in the American Constitution is unity to the outside world
but diversity of local powers among the States. Jefferson
pointed out the analogy. Our Government is founded upon a
Greek concept of statesmanship. To no other Nation could we
look =0 well for forms that symbolize liberty and majesty and
simplicity as to Greek architecture. And what three adjectives
so suit Abraham Lincoln—liberty, majesty, and simplicity.

Certainly as grand a sight as the eyes of men can rest upon
meets the traveler as he sails up the Aegean and enters the
Piraeus and beholds the Acropolis crowned by a Greek temple.
For over a thousand years that view has been the admiration
of the Nations of the earth. It has done more to teach man-
kind the lesson of Greek civilization than any other scene in
the world : it has done more to keep green the memory of Greek
life than Marathon or Leuctra, or any road that the Greek may
have built or than anything else that the Greeks ever did.

And it is now proposed here in Washington that we should
erect a memorial to Abraham Lincoln as majestic, as simple,
and as breathing the spirit of liberty which shall call the atten-
tion of succeeding ages to the second great period in our na-
tional existence and form a real and personal memorial of one
of our two greatest national heroes.

Finally, there is but one question for us to-day. Shall we
erect n monument to Abraham Lincoln or shall we not? It is
preposterous to talk of a road in memory of Lincoln, because
no road could be in memory of Lincoln. The men who talk
about the Appian Way know nothing of Appius Claudius, but
these selfsame men, when they behold Trajan's Column, or the
arch of Septimus Severus or the arch of Constantine, are forced
to remember these Roman emperors personally, and the reason
is that these monuments are personal memorials and a road is
a convenience. But the project is impracticable for other rea-
sons. It will cost at least $20,000,000 to build a really distine-
tive road from Washington to Gettysburg, and such a road
would have to be protected for hundreds of feet on both sides
to prevent road houses and other places of objectionable amuse-
ment from abutting upon it and becoming its principal feature,
and finally such a road could be used only by those who could
afford automobiles or carriages, If a trolley line was placed
upon it so that the plain people could use it, it wounld be valu-
able and useful ‘and, perhaps, something that we ought to do,
but it would not be a memorial of Abraham Lincoln, It would
not be a work of art, it would be a problem of transportation.
The Washington Monument cost $1,250,000; it would cost to-day
probably $2,000,000. The talk of building an adequate monu-
ment in Washington and adding a road to it is simply to add an
additional cost to the $2,000,000 already authorized, and it
would in no wise add to the memory or glory of Abraham
Lineoln. It might sell more rubber tires; it might be a benefit
to the automobile interest; it might help the real estate in-
terests; and I am saying none of these things with invidious
meaning; it might do all of these things, but it wounld not per-
petuate the memory of Abraham Lincoln. The question there-
fore is narrowed to this, Shall we set aside the unanimous find-
ing of the Fine Arts Commission; shall we set aside the unani-
mous report of the Lincoln Memorial Commission, appointed
under resolutions of the Senate and House of Representatives;
shall we set aside the unanimous report of your committee and
the bill which has passed the Senate? Shall we begin another
50 years of contest between artists over various forms of memo-
rials, or shall we seltle the matter by accepting the best author-
ity that we have and in a few years place at the end of the
Mall a monument unsurpassed in the art of the world, a monu-
ment in majesty and beauty of surrounding surpassing the
Deutsches Ecke, where the Moselle flows into the Rhine, the
Are de Triumph in Paris, or the Garibaldi Memorial in Italy,
and I believe the most magnificient testimony which the art of
the world has ever raised in memory of any great man.

The monument to Lincoln, whatever its form, should be
superlative of its kind.

John Hay said—I wish I could give his exaet words—to a
member of the Arts Commission: “The monument to Lincoln
should not be in the rush of life, but a thing apart to which
the American people would go for silent contemplation of the
great qualities and character to which that monument is
raised.”

Gentlemen, we do not want the sensation of the joy rider
connected with the thought of Lincoln in the minds of our
American youth, but rather the catching of the breath in rever-
ent awe, as when one enters the majestic silence of a great
cathedral, where, within beautified silence, one may contemplate
the qualities of heart and mind which go to make a great
American.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, while I would
like to see a memorial road running from Washington to
Gettysburg, and would even extend that road, as a national
peace memorial, from Washington to Richmond, I intend to
vote for the Lincoln memorial as recommended by the Com-
mittee on Library. Desirable as the Washington-Gettysburg
road would be, it is evident that to substitute it now for the
beautiful and stately structure proposed to be erected on the
Mall in the Capital City would indefinitely postpone the
memorial which the people have it in their hearts to erect to
Lincoln.

Moreover, the defeat of the memorial plan as proposed by the
Fine Arts Commission would start an unseemly controversy
that would not do credit to our intelligence as Representatives
of the people.

As a Pennsylvanian I would like to see a road to Gettyshurg.
If it is to be a memorial road, Congress could erect it without
necessarily committing itself to a general gooi-roads construe-
tion propaganda. It could extend that memorial road to Rich-
mond likewise without binding itself to assume the cost of
goods roads in the various States or such roads as may be
interstate, but is this the time to inject the good roads or even
the memorial road proposition? 3

We have before us a resolution providing “Approving the plan,
design, and location for a Lincoln memorial” The resolution
contemplates the expenditure of $2,000,000 on a definite plan,
a plan which involves the erection on the banks of the Potomac
of a monumental structure close by the scenes of Lincoln’s
greatest activities and immmediately across the way from Arling-
ton, the former home of Gen. Lee. It is to be a fitting
memorial upon hallowed ground in the official heart of the
Nation.

In supporting the memorial as proposed, I am not opposing
a memorial road to Gettysburg. I am supporting the proposi-
tion that is fairly and appropriately before the House. I want
a great national memorial to the immortal Lincoln. The
memorial road should not now be permitted to interfere with
that worthy and patriotic project. Let us have the memorial
first. The road project ean be considered later.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, my contribution to this debate
is not an original expression of opinion, but a remarkable news-
paper editorial that was prinfed in the Sunday Globe, of Boston,
Mass,, on the anniversary of the birthday of Abrabam Lincoln,
February 12, 1911.

The editorial is signed “ Dudley,” ithe nom de plume of Mr.
James Morgan, who has contributed essays of real literary value
that ought to be remembered long after the things usually
printed in a daily newspaper are forever forgotten.

The title of the editorial is “ Two boys."” It follows:

The birth of a baby boy was hailed as the greatest event of the year
1811. His first little wail was heard round a walting and listening
world on a March morning 100 Ee&rs' ai;o.

All Paris had stopped and pricked up {ts ears to ecatch the news. The
vast palace of the Tuilerles was filled with eager watchers. For 24
palnful hours the expectant mother labored and her agonized cries rang
through the great halls, The father, hero of mighty battles, fled in
terror from the chamber of suffering. At last the child was safely
delivered.

Cannon boomed the joyous news from their irom throats.
mense crowds in the streets counted the reports—20, 21, Was that all?
Then it must be a girl. But hark! There sounded the itwenty-second.
It was a boy. Whereat thousands screamed their delight, till the roar
of the cannon was almost drowned as they belehed forth the rest of
their 101 salutes for the baby, A balloonist salled away from the rejole-
In% eity to seatter printed bulletins of the wonderful occurrence through-
out the country.

The im-

A KING I¥ THE CRADLE.

While Parls held carnival with gay processions by day and briliiant
fireworks by night, messengers sped on relays of horses to bear the great
news to distant capitals,

All the nations of Europe had been drawn together in mutual sus-
pense. To some the boy was a herald of peace, while to others, the foes
of his father's ambition, his advent carried discouragement or consterni-
thm.ki %one remained indifferent to an event seemingly so momentous to-
mankind.

Courtiers fawned and poets rhapsodized. The mother forgot her long
torture in the pride of her belicf that she bad borne a successor to the
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master of the world. The father's cheeks were wet with tears dﬂ’;:’

as he stood beside the cradle of gold and gazed at the tiny hand t

still would make kings tremble w he was gone and that would pass

on 1o posterity the scepter he had won. Now he could entail Euro

:Itl;] l!‘11.1.::'.umlt3pr. France should be the baby's patrimony and all the ear
egemony.

He Eleunt ]{ave at once the qroudest crown that ever w ted an in-
fant head. Whereupon Napoleon hailed his babe King of Rome and
earried him through the arch of triumph to Notre Dame, where, with
great pomp, he christened him for himself and for the boy's imperial
Austrian grandfather Napoleon Francis Joseph Charles,

THE OTHER BOY.

While Napoleon had the oniy baby king in the werld, there were sev-
eral million other baby boys 100 years ago. One of them was 2 years
old and a little more when Napoleon Francis Joseph Charles thrilled
Europe with his birth cry. No notice had been taken of the existence
of this child, however, beyond a mile or two of his birthplace. His
birth did not receive even the honor of a line in any record that has
been dlscovered. No physician was summoned to aid the mother in her
labors, and the father could not record the event, since he hardly knew
bow to write his own name.

No neighbor took enmough interest In it ever to be able in after years
to recollect the coming of this boy into the world. It boded no more
than another hungry mouth with which to share the erust of poverty.
Iiis eyes opened mot on palace walls, but on the rongh logs of a hut in
the Kentucky wilderness. No crib of gold awaited him ; his only cradle
was his mother's arms. His sole crown was some chance rag that could
be fashioned into the semblance of a cap.

Natuare, however, that incorrigible democrat, had given him just as
many fingers as the King of Rome wherewith to grasp anything they
could lay hold of, from a rattle to a scepter.

L’AIGLON,

Pitiful as the contrast Is between the hirths of those two boys, the
contrast between their destinies is more pltiful still. Indeed, it is
almost unkind to draw it.

The E?or little K:lﬁg of Rome at 3 saw his crown dashed to pieces
like a fragile toy. arle Louise, his mother, fled with him to a cold
welcome at her father’s conrt in Vienna. His own father became to him
a nameless outcast, and tutors puzzled how they might bring him u
in ignorance of the em and the gﬂ to which he had been dedica
during his infancy. alien n e Duke of Reichstadt—and as
he reached the years when under other fortunes he would have taken
his place in the grand army as prince lmperial his keepers strove to
make him proud to put on the uniform of an Austrian sergeant.

The fledgling of the eagle never showed a desire to escape from his
gllded cage, and althongh he died at 21 he lived long enough for the
world to forget him.

THE HANDICAP OF ADVANTAGES,

If the world could have had eyes to see the start of the race between
those two boys for fame and power 100 years sl.J_go, it would have had
unhy n smile of pity for the sonm of Thomas Linceln; its confidence
and cheers would have been, as they were, all for the son of Nafa‘luon.

Yet It was by no strange irick of fortune that Abraham Lincoln
won the race. T.eave out of the reckoning the ea.rlmeuth of the
Kinr: of Rome, leave out his father's do . leave boy out en-
tirely, and take any one of a hundred or a thousand heirs to great
hopes who were born 100 rs ago and match him against Lincoln.
Lincoln beat all the kingl and princelings as he beat the King of
Rome, They were endowed with no more fingers and no more toes
than he . Every fancled advantage which was fondly conferred
on them only loaded them down.

HOW TO MAKE A KING.

Napoleon himself started at nothing and whipped the heir of all
ages. Yet he ro&-got that he could not transmit to his son the superl-
ority that had lifted him above the sons of conguerors. As well might
a]xla al::xleglfi champion flatter himself that he could bequeath
champion ¥

1t 'apolegn was determined to ralse up another Napoleon, he might
have tried to rear his boy as he was reared rather than like
ther were hunted things in
few weeks of his birth, when, the
they returned to Ajacclo, weary and [lyioverg stricﬁ:em, but just in
for him to be born under a roof. is childhood was as free as a
savage's and pearly &8s wild. ‘The sallors on the beach and the herds-
r?enc%n the mountains were his favorite companions and principal in-
structors.

war being over,
time

LEARNING TO RULE.

The most practical and useful monarch Europe ever had was Peter
the Great. He stepped down from the throne of the Czars and went
to work In disguise that he might learn how to rule.

Iie stepped down from the throme of the Czars and shunned princes
and palaces, Laboring and living among the working people of Hol-
land, I:k:glnnd. and other foreign coun be made docks and ship-
yards and machine shops his university. Equipped with lessons from
real life, he went back to his throne and erected Russia into a nation,
adding half a dozen provinces to his empire, pushing its frontler to
the shores of Lwo seas, set up a modern army and fleet, and established
academies, galleries, and librarles,

Liberty is the only school for greatness, and privation and tail the
only teachers. The prevalent stupidity of royalty and arlstocracy is
far less surprising than the genius it develops in rare instances under
cverwhelming disadvantages,

LINCOLN’S APPRENTICESHIP.

In the race for all the genteat prizes of life there is & good deal of
falrness and equality. There Is a pretty even start for the enduring
honors in statecraft and war, in letters, in gclence, and In whatever
fleld men contend for the noblest rewards. Fame really means to be
democratic, and there is no royal road to her temple,

It is open to doubt if any king ever had as many advantages as
Abraham Lincoln or was so well trained for ruling or leading a geople.
We hear much of his disadvan ., and many view his trinmph over
them as in the nature of a cle. Looked at in another l&g how-
ever, it i plainly to be seem that Lincoln was far more 5: a
prenticed than any E{{I&nm to the trade of governing. Thus when hfl-
great task came to like a thorough journey-
man to lead the masses whose life he shared.

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, coming from Pennsylvania I trust
I am not ungracious in rising to say a word in favor of this con-

current resolution. I am reminded to-day of the scriptural in-
Junction :

Is pot the life more than meat and the body than raiment.

On the one side is the utilitarian idea, a road to Getiysburg;
on the other is the esthetic, the beautiful—the appeal to mem-
ory, to gratitude, to veneration, to pay a tribute and show our
appreciation of the greainess of Abraham Lincoln.

I am not opposed to the Gettysburg road. It is a splendid
project. I hope it can be worked out in the future, either as a
Lincoln memorial or as a direct proposal to build a national
highway from the Capital to one of the greatest battle fields of
the world; but I am first in favor of an appropriate mausoleum
in the city of Washington. |

From the earliest days it has been our policy to erect in the
National Capital suitable memorials to the men whom the people
delight to homor. Washington, Marshall, Lafayette, Jackson,
Bcott, Webster, the French and Polish patriots in the Revo-
lution, Granf, Sherman, Sheridan, and the other great names
that stand out in history because of their deeds in the Civil
War. All these have been honored, but alas, nothing yet for the
greatest of them all, Abraham Lincoln. Thirty-four years ago a
Lincoln Memorial Association was formed and money raised,
but nothing came of the movement. Now a conclugion has been
reached so that the matter is presentad to us in a distinet, clear,
concrete form. i

Who goes to Paris without a pilgrimage to the Hotel Des
Invalides and with a melancholy pleasure immerses himself in
the atmosphere which pervades the tomb of the great Napoleon?

What American or what lover of his race will in the coming
years ever visit Washington without having first in his heart a
desire to bow at the shrine of Abraham Lincoln, to read his
immortal words on the proposed entablature, and thereafter
highly resolve that the saerifices of his day and generation for
the uplift of the human race shall not have been in vain? i

Mr. KEAHN, Mr. Speaker, I gather from the debate that there
is practical unanimity among the Members of this House in
the belief that the time has now come when there ought to be
a memorial of some kind erected or constructed by the Ameri-
can people to the memory of Abraham Lincoln. There is a
division of opinion as to whether that memorial should be a
utilitarian or a sentimental one. Personally I prefer the senti-
mental memorial. I have come to my conclusion after having
torn a few leaves from the history of the past, I recall that
in the city of Rome, near the ancient Forum, there stands the
Arch of Titus. It is somewhat scarred and weather-beaten,
for it has braved the elements since the first century of the
Christian era. The buildings that surround it have crombled
into dust, but it still stands—a mute reminder of the eventful
history of the Emperor Titus—he who with Vespaclan built the
Coliseum, which stands nearby; the marble facings and the
bronze ornaments that decorated that wonderful arena have all
disappeared. The shouts of triumph or dismay, as the oceasion
warranted, that reverberated throughout its spacious interior
have faded into silence. The lizard and the bat are its sole
inhabitants. If is a magnificent ruin and few even recall in
whose reign if was constructed. Close by the Arch of Titus
is the Arch of Constantine. It, too, is in a fair state of preser-
vation. It stands alone near the ruins of what was once the
glory of imperial Rome, the Forum. It was constructed in the
early part of the fourth century. The barbarians who eaptured
and destroyed the proud mistress of the world, imperial Rome,
allowed it te remain—a mute reminder of the life of one of
the foremost of the Roman Emperors. The Column of Trajan,
erected in the closing years of the first century and the Colnmn
of Hadrian, erected during the same period, still rear their
lofty tops toward the blue of heaven, while the buildings that
surrounded them at the time of their construction have almost
entirely disappeared from the ken of man. If it were not for
these few memorials of pure sentiment that have withstood the
ravages of time, the four Emperors whose lives and memories
they eommemorate would probably have been forgotten, even
as the lives and memories of so many of the Emperors of Rome
have become obliterated.

Some of the Members of this House seem to favor a great
road to connect our Capital with the battlefield at Gettysburg.
In advocacy of their plan they point to the Appian Way and
contend that that road conferred immortality upon its builder.
But they do not fell the Members of this House that the Appian
Way was built entirely by slave labor; they do not tell the
Members of the House that during the Dark Ages, when the
barbarians of northern Europe ravaged the Campagna and broke
through the walls of the Eternal City itself, they destroyed the
famous thoroughfare. It was buried among the ruins of the
tombs and mausoleums that lined it on either side. During the
Middle Ages the Appian Way was almost entirely lost to the
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sight of man. It remained buried until the year 1550, when
Pope Pius IX ordered Canina, one of the leading archeologists
of his period, to excavate the ruins and the débris that covered
it, and restore it for the benefit of the Italian people. Although
the road originally ran to Capua and thence to Brundusium, the
modern city of Brindisi, a distance of several hundred miles, the
restoration of Lanina proceeded only 6 or 8 miles beyond the
tomb of Caecilia Metella, one of the few ruins that faced the
ancient roadway at the dawn of the renaissance. I understand
that even to-day it is not a highway beyond its tenth mile.

While no one ean look into the future, and while we all hope
that this Republic may endure forever, it is not outside of the
range of possibility that any road that might be built between
Washington and Gettysburg may some day meet the fate of the
Appian Way. ;

We have had one experience in road building in this country.
The Cumberland Road, known as “the great National Pike,”
was begun in 1806 and finished in 1840. How many of our
countrymen know anything about it in this day and generation?
And yet it was the subject of debate upon this floor time and
again during that period. With the advent of the railroads it
fell into disuse. For 16 years after its completion it was con-
trolled by the Federal Government, but in 1856 it was relegated
to the various States through which it passed. It is to-day
little more than a memory.

To refer to one or two other monuments that commemorate
the lives of those in whose honor they were erected, I need sim-
ply mention the Pyramid of Cheops, which has withstood the
decay of time and the attacks of the elements for about 4,000
years. The villages and the towns that surrounded it have been
effaced from the face of the earth. Even the splendid civiliza-
tion of the Egyptians is to-day largely a matter of conjecture,
but that wonderful pile stands in ail its majesty and grandeur
to remind those of our era that once upon a time there existed
in Egypt, in the very heyday of the civilization of that historic
land, a monarch by the name of Cheops or Khufu. At Kama-
kura, in Japan, stands a massive bronze monument of the
Buddha, or Gautama, who lived in India 2,500 years ago. It
has stood for generations. It has come down to us practically
intact and unimpaired. And so I might go on recalling memo-
rials of sentiment that have been erected to commemorate the
world’s heroes, and that still endure, while the utilitarian insti-
tutions which surrounded them have crumbled into shapeless
ruins.

I believe that the so-called Greek temple in Potomac Park
would stand for centuries as an inspiration to the youth of our
land. When the generations yet unborn will behold it they will
recall the fact that the martyred President sprung from the loins
of an humble farmer and frontiersman; that he rose to the
highest office within the gift of a mighty and free people; that he
illustrates the wonderful possibilities of American citizenship;
that he preserved the American Union; that his clear judgment
and patriotic purposes brought order out of chaos; and that a
grateful and reunited country, desiring to honor his memory,
has erected this magnificent meworial to Abraham Lincoln in
token of the love, the gratitude, and the veneration with which
its citizens regard one of the greatest of all mankind.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the RECoRD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the same
privilege. -

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
gentlemen may extend their remarks in the Recorp within five
legislative days upon this bill now pending.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent that all gentlemen may extend their remarks for five
legislative days upon this bill. Is there objection? [After a
pausge.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does that include those who
have not spoken?

The SPEAKER. It includes every Member in the House.

Mr. BVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is now nearly half a century
since the Civil War closed and Abraham Lincoln passed be-
yond. There has been a lapse of time which ought to permit
us to survey the situation with little bias and little passion. I
have put the Civil War behind me, a great conflict which was
probably inevitable. There were patriots on both sides, gal-
lant men in opposition, but the question of the Union was set-
tled with the end of the war, and no one now would reopen the
controverted question so bitterly contested before and during
that war. I k we can well afford to do that which shows

that the country is again a reunited country, with the passions
of war passed by, if not forgotten. I would erect a memorial
to Abraham Lincoln on the farther side of the Washington
Monument, just this side of the Poiomae River, across the
river from the home of Robert E. Lee and the burial place of
both Union and Confederate soldiers, and then I would erect a
memorial bridge across that Potomae River, joining the then
Confederate States with the Union, aye, Mr. Speaker, joining the
memory of Abraham Lincoln with the memmories and respect
for Lee. Aye, Mr. Speaker, I would go further. In the course
of years not far distant I would construct a roadway from
Washington to Mount Vernon, from Mount Vernon to Richmond,
and at the other end of that roadway have the Government of
the United States construct a memorial to Jefferson Davis, the
President of the Confederate States. [Applause.]

When we have done that we have shown to the world that
the hearts of all Americans beat in the present as in the past
with respect and love for their leaders on both sides. We
can afford to forget the animosities and the passions in the
peace that passeth all understanding. [Applause.]

Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against theb

amendments which have been offered.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. MANN. This resolution is a resolution providing:

That the plan, design, and location for a Lincoln memorial, deter-
mined upen and recommended to Congress December 4, 1912, by the
commi n created by the act—

Referred to in the resolution—
be, and the same are hereby, approved.

The act referred to in the resolution is an act approved Feb-
ruary 9, 1911, which the Speaker will find in Thirty-sixth Stat-
utes at Large, page 898. That was passed in the last Congress.
That act provides that the gentlemen named in the act are
created a commission to secure and determine upon a location,
plan, and design for a monument or memorial in the city of
Washington, D. O, to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, subject
to the approval of Congress. Section 3 of the act provides—

That the construction of the monuoment or memorial herein and
hereby authorized shall be upon such site as shall be determined by the
commigsion herein ereated and approved by Congress.

The resolution pending before the House is simply a resoln-
tion to approve the location, the plan, and the design on the
report of the commission which has been submitied to Congress
in conformity with the act. It is not a resolution to amend the
original act; it does not propose to amend the original act at
all, but it is simply a resolution in accordance with the provisions
of the original act to approve the plans which have been sub-
mitted by the commission.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. This is a joint resolution which has been
passed and approved and has the force and effect of law?

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly.

Mr. BARTLETT. Then does the gentleman not agree that
we can repeal this entire law or this joint resolution or amend
it in any way?

Mr. MANN. I am argning now that you ean not.

Mr. BARTLETT. Can not amend it or repeal it?

Mr. MANN. It is perfectly patent under the proposition hat
to repeal it is not germane to the resolution.

Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman from Illinols con-
tend that this act could not be amended or repealed?

My. MANN. Certainly not. It would be in order fo repeal
or to pass an act or bill repealing the original act or amending
the original act, but that is not the resolution pending before the
House. "It is not proposed by the resolution to affect the original
act at all. There is not to be a line of the original act changed
by this resolution. This resolution is in accordance with the
existing provisions of the original aect, providing for the ap-
proval by Congress of the plans recommended by the commission.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman another question?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. We could approve these plans as well by
an act as we could by a joint resolution?

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly.

Mr. BARTLETT. There is no difference in an act or a joint
resolution?

Mr. MANN. Not the slightest, in my opinion.

Mr. BARTLETT. And whatever you could do on a bill pend-
ing for this purpose yon could do on a joint resolution?

Mr. MANN, I think so.

Now, the Speaker recently held that where a bill was pend-
ing to amend a section of the judiciary title, I believe, it was
not in order to amend another section of that title, nor in
order, by way of amendment, to introduce any new subject
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matter not contemplated in the Dbill itself, because not germane
to the provisions of the bill.

And even If in this case there were a bill pending to change
the name of one of the commissioners I do not think it would
be in order, as germane to that bill, to amend the other provi-
slons of the act. But the joint resolution pending now is not
a resolution to amend the original aet at all. It is a resolution
to carry into effect the provisions of the act as they stand in
the law, providing that Congress shall approve these plans
before the construction commences.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard in opposi-
tion to the point of order.

Mr. Speaker, the yview taken by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MAxx] would so narrow the issue and so narrow the
power of Congress in this respect that there would be nothing
left for Congress to do under any form of resolution that could
be introduced but to approve or disapprove the specific design or
plan for a memorial.

The original act by which this commission was created is
entitled “An act to provide a commission to secure plans and
designs for a monument or memorial to the memory of Abraham
Lincoln.” That title is broad enough to include not only a
monument, such as is here reported upon, but any other form of
memorial. But it is manifest by the line of argument adopted
by the gentleman from Illinois that he would limit it to a monu-
ment, and there could be no other form of memorial.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can dismiss that part of it
from his mind at once, because the Chair thinks it is broad
enough to cover any kind of a building that is intended to per-
petuate the name of Lincoln. The Chair will ask the gentleman
this question: What does the gentleman think about the limi-
tation of that statute as to the place where this memorial is to
be built?

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, that is no more a necessary
feature of this statute than the name of any of the commis-
sioners or any of the other details of the original enactment.
Congress intended to—and I believe the Speaker will agree that
it did—reserve to itself the final word upon what this memorial
should be. The memorial commission actually investigated—so
they claim by their report—the Lincoln highway. They actually
investigated other forms of memorials. But it is clearly within
the power of Congress, having reserved to itself the right to
approve or disapprove the findings of the commission created by
Congress, to disapprove the findings of the commission and re-
refer the matter to the commission with instructions to report
upon some other form of memorial. Otherwise the power of
approval reserved would be of no value to Congress.

Now, these gentlemen here have spoken about a bridge. Some
of them have spoken about an arch. Some of them have spoken
about an industrial school. The gentleman from Kentucky
made a very eloquent speech about a road to Richmond. All of
these projects seem to have been clearly in the minds of Mem-
bers of Congress as possible and permissible under some form
of memorial to Abraham Lincoln, as designated in the title of
that act.

This resolution that I offer simply asks this commission to
report on the first Monday in December, 1913, as Congress has
the right to ask it to report, upon a memorial highway from
Washington to the battle field of Gettysburg or any other appro-
priate memorial road, bridge, institution, or structure. That
langnage is broad enough to include every proposition that has
been debated before the House to-day.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a

question? 1 eS8
Mr. BORLAND. Yes.
Mr. JAMES. What does the gentleman say in connection

with his statement that this act is broad enough to include his
project from here to Gettysburg battle field, when in the lan-
guage of (he act creating this commission these words are used:

To secnre and determine upon a location, plans, and design for a
monument or memorial in the city of Washington, D. C., to the memory
of Abraham Lincoln,

It is not outside; it is not to Gettysburg, but it is in the city
of Washington, the District of Columbia.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, that is exactly the point I
wis frying to make. The design and purpose of that original
Iaw and of this resolution, which rests only upon that original
law, was to find an appropriate memorial to Abraham Lincoln.
The other matter was a matter of detail. Undoubtedly that
must be one way in one law and another way in another law
without changing the fundamental, underlying purpose of the
law, which purpose was the establishment of a memorial to
Abraham Lincoln; and any form of resolution is germane which
'115 germane to that underlying proposition, without regard to

etails. .

Suppose, instead of being “the District of Columbia,” the
detail had been that it should be on a certain square in the
District of Columbia, or that it should be in a certain part of
the District of Columbia, or some other incidental detail. Those
matters are purely directory in many laws, but in this one more
especially, because it does not enter at all into the fundamental
purpose, which is to secure a memorial to Lincoln that Con-
gress deems to be appropriate. If Congress deems that the
memorial selected is nct appropriate, it must have reserved
to itself some vital power—not an empty power over the ques-
tion—when it finally comes before Congress in the form of a
report of the commission.

- Mr, TALBOTT of Maryland. And yet in your resolution the
District of Columbia is included.

Mr. BORLAND. Under the resolution I offer the commission

conld bring in any other memorial in the District of Columbia,
even this Greek temple, for they are not limited to any par-
ticular structure. They are entitled to report upon any other
Greek temple or upon an arch or any other memorial.

Now, what is the result of the reasoning of the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MaxN]? Congress must vote down this
proposition unless it is willing to accept, without dotting an
“i” or crossing a “{,” the report of the Fine Arts Commis-
sion and the Lincoln Memorial Commission. If every Member
of Congress is not agreed that that is the best form of memorial
for Lincoln, there is no parliamentary alternative, according
to this argument, except to vote it down. What is the result
of that? The commission having reported has no more vitality.
The gentleman says we can not extend the life of it; we can
not enlarge its powers; we can not change the directions we
gave to it. If a line of argument so narrow is followed, then
we have no power except to vote it down, thereby putting an
end forever to the commission and destroying the very purpose
that Congress had, the fundamental purpose of really securing
a memorial for Abraham Lincoln.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman hardly
intended to say that my contention was that Congress could
not change the provisions about the memorial. That is not
the question now pending before the Speaker. The guestion
is whether an amendment is germane to the pending proposi-
tion. Congress has it within its power to repeal the law pro-
viding for the Lincoln Memorial Commission or to amend
the law providing for the Lincoln Memorial Commission or
to provide other commissions or to do what it pleases about it;
but the question here is whether a proposed amendment is
germane to a resolution simply approving something as con-
templated by law. :

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. The pending
resolution is very simple. It is simply to approve certain
findings of that commission, that one proposition and nothing
else,

The present occupant of the Chair has ruled more than once,
or at least he ruled once and proposes to stick to it, that
where a law contains several sections and some gentleman
brings in a bill to amend one section of that law only, then the
House can not wander around and undertake in that bill to
amend other sections of that law, because there must be an
end and a limit to all things. The statute provides that the
Lincoln monument or memorial shall be “Iin the District of
Columbia.” That settles that part of it. I do not believe that
under that statute you can go outside the District of Columbia.
I do not believe that a fair, careful reading of this resolution
will permit any amendment providing for passing on another
memorial in the city of Washington or out of it.

There are various ways of defeating this proposition. The
first step, if the House desires to take it, is to vote this resolu-
tion down. Any step might be taken after that. There are two
ways of getting rid entirely of this limitation as to the District
of Columbia. One of them is by a bill amending the statute
creating the commission, and another by a joint resolution,
which is tantamount to a bill, for the same purpose. Therefore
the Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, does that apply to
the amendment that I introduced?

The SPRAKER. The Chair stated a part of the ruling does
not apply to the proposition offered by the gentleman from
Texas,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to call attention to the
fact that my amendment applies to the District of Columbin.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. The last part
of the ruling applies to the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Texas. The language of this resolution is as simple
as it can be, and an amendment that undertakes to amend this
resolution by authorizing the erection of another memorial
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would not be germane. If the House does not want this memo-
rial, it can vote this joint resolution down.

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BOOHER. Does that apply to the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee? His amendment is to disap-
prove and refer the matter back to the commission.

The SPEAKER. All of these amendments are exactly alike
in substance except the amendment of the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. BorraNn], which contains another proposition also.

Mr. BOOHER. The amendment of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee was for a memorial arch within the District of Columbia.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. The Chair
says that under this resolution no amendmeént establishing an-
other memorial to Lincoln, either in the District of Columbia or
out of it, is germane to the pending resolution.

Mr. BOOHER. Would not an amendment be in order disap-
proving the findings of that commission and referring the mat-
ter back to them without designating what they shall do?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that when the proper
times comes any gentleman in the House can move to recommit
the resolution, and if that motion carries that ends it for the
time being. But nothing is permissible in a motion to recommit
that is not permissible by way of amendment.

Mr. BOOHER. That is what I understood the rule fo be, and
I am inquiring whether an amendment disapproving the report
and referring it back to the commission would be in order.

The SPEAKER. A motion to recommit and referring it back
would nndoubtedly be in order.

Mr., BORLAND rose.

Mr., EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous guestion on
the resolution and pending amendments, and I wish to say to a
number of gentlemen to whom I have promised time that I am
treating them as I have treated myself. I have made no speech,
because I felt it important that others could make the speeches.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from
Illinois that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BoRLAND] was
on his feet addressing the Chair before the gentleman from
Illinois made his motion. What is it the gentleman from Mis-
souri rose for?

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit an amend-
ment, as follows: That the word *“approved” in the resolution
be stricken ouf, and in lieu thereof the words “ disapproved;
and the matter referred to the commission for further report
upon the proposed memorial to Abraham Lincoln” be inserted.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, to that I make a point of order.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. COOPER. Has debate been closed by action of the
House?

The SPEAKER. Debate has not been closed. The gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Maxnx] reserved the point of order
against each one of these amendments as they were offered.

Mr. COOPER. That does not affect the debate on the main
question?

The SPEAKER. It does not.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Illinois
permit me to make a statement? During the debate in my
absence to-day the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SEERWoOD] told
the House that yesterday I made a mistake in reporting what
was written to me by Col. Watrous as to the favorable atti-
tude of the Grand Army of the Republic toward the proposed
memorial to Lincoln in this city. He said that he had with him
a copy of the resolution adopted at the meeting of the Grand
Army of the Republic in Los Angeles last September, which
resolution, he said, was against the memorial. :

On returning to the Chamber and learning of this statement
of the gentleman,from Ohio I immediately went to the telegraph
office and wired to Col. Watrous in Milwaukee, who, as I said
yesterday, was in the Battle of Gettysburg and at one time
commander of the Grand Army of the Republic. I told him of
the contradiction that the gentleman from Ohio, Gen. SHER-
woon, had made to my remarks, and asked him to wire me a
reply at once. I have his reply, received a few moments ago.
It is dated Milwaukee, January 29, 1913, and is addressed to
me. It says:

Yote unanimous against road and for memorial in Wnsm%gton.
J. A. WATROUS.

Then my friend from Illinois, Mr. Evaxs, and my friend from
Illinois, Mr. MANN, told me that a soldier on the floor of the
House, the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. TrisTLEWO00D, had a cer-
tified copy of the record of the proceedings of the Grand Army of
the Republic at their meeting in Los Angeles last September.
That soldier handed it to me, and with the permission of the

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Evaxs] I will oceupy time enough
to read the resolution in question.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EVANS. Yes.

Mr. COOPER. It is as follows:

Comrade Taylor, of Illinols, read the following report:

“ Your committee on reporE of the committee on Lincoln way ap-
E;oves the report of the committee and recommends the indorsement

this encampment of the Cullom bill for the Lincoln Memorial Com-
mission to erect a monument, to be located on the banks of the
Potomae,

* WILLIAM C, ALBERGER,

“ CHARLES H, TAYLOR,

‘““ALBERT A, NILES,
“Committce.”

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BORLAND. I would like to know how the gentleman
from Wisconsin obtained the floor.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Evaxs]
yielded him the time.

Mr. BORLAND. But the gentleman from Illinois did not
have the floor. I had the floor to offer an amendment. ?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from WWisconsin rose and ob-
tained the floor by asking to submit a parliameniary inquiry.

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx]
had raised the point of order to my amendment.

The SPHAKER. And th: gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Evaxs] yielded the gentleman from Wisconsin time enough to
read the telegram. 4

Mr. BORLAND. I do not see how he could do that. !

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the gentleman from 2Tissouri object
to the telegram being read?

Mr. BORLAND. I object to his taking the floor in that
manner. Other gentlemen want the floor and can not get it.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in-

quiry.
The' SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand thie situation,

the gentleman from Illinois was recognized and proceeded to
and did move the previous guestion on the resolution to final
passage.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I am afraid the gentleman is
mistaken about that.

Mr. CANNON. I am not mistaken.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state exaectly what hap-
pened. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EviAnNs] rose and
moved the previous question, but prior to that the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] had addressed the Chair. The
Chair supposed he wanted to make a parliamentary inquiry, and
not desiring to cut off any gentleman from the privilege of
making a parliamentary inquiry, he asked the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Evaxs] to withhold his motion until the Chair
could ask what the gentleman from Missouri desired. The gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Evaxs] had moved the previous
question. 2

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I obtained the floor to offer
an amendment and did so, and the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MaxN] reserved the point of order against the amend-
ment. It was on that situation that the gentleman from Wis-.
consin [Mr. Coorer] rose and asked leave to make a parlia-
mentary inquiry, or some sort of an inquiry. Then when he
had proceeded for some tilne he asked for time from the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Evans], who had no time and who
had not the control of the floor.

The SPEAKER. The Chair belicved at that time that that
was the shortest way out. .

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I have only to add that that re-
port was adopted. [Laughter.] X

Mr. BORLAND and Mr. EVANS rose.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the genfleman
from Missouri.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have submitted an amend-
ment here against which a point of order has been made by the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx]. Before discussing that
point of order I should like to ask the gentleman to withhold
his point of order until I may yield a few minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Smaerwoop], who, in fairness, wounld
like to be heard for a few moments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not yield time on a
point of order. '

Mr. Mr. Speaker, while I did say I made the point
of order on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from
Miszouri [Mr. Borraxp], that amendment was never offered,
was never reported from the Clerk’s desk, where it is necessary
it should be. I have no objection to the gentleman having an
opportunity to offer it. -
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Mr. BORLAND. T offered it.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the situation, and I watched it
closely, is that the gentleman from Illinois, my colleague, Mr.
Evans, has the floor. He moved the previous question, and then,
in the nature of unanimous cousent, without his losing the floor,
we have had what followed. I think he is entitled to the floor
now and has not yielded the floor, as I understand it. I have
no objection if the gentleman from Illinois will yield for unani-
mons consent to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERWOOD]
having a minute, not to interfere with Iny colleague's right to
the floor,

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Texns rise? !

Mr. GARNER. I rise for a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, my recollection is that the Chair
recognized the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] when
he was standing on his feet for the purpose of offering an
amendment. In the meantime the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Evaxs] rose before the amendment was offered and the Chair
recognized him, and he moved the previous question. Since that
time there have been several things done in the way of conversa-
tion and parliamentary inquiries, but I submit to the Chair that
the Chair had recognized the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Borranp] before he recognized the gentleman from Illinois.

The SPEAKER. No; no.

Mr. GARNER. I appeal fo the record of the notes that the
Chair had recognized the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bog-
rAND], and the gentleman from Missouri was about offering
his amendment; then the Chair recognized the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Evaxs], and he moved the previous question.

The SPEAKER. Here is the situation: The gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Evans] moved the previous question. The gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Borraxp] had been trying to attract
the attention of the Chair when he made the ruling on-these
amendments, and the Chair supposed that he was going to ask
a parliamentary inquiry or appeal from the decision of the
Chair: but he did neither, and his amendment was never
offered.

Mr. GARNER. Well, the parliamenfary situation is simply
this: If the Chair desired to recognize the gentleman from Mis-
souri for the purpose of offering an amendment, he having been
standing on his feet for that purpose, he could have done
so, but if he preferred to recognize the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Evaxs] to move the previous question he can do that.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to refresh the
Chair's memory for a moment. When the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr, Evaxs] rose to move the previous question the Chair
sabd of his own motion——

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for me to ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri be entitled to
offer the amendment which he suggested, the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr, SEERWO00D] to be permitted to address the House for
two minutes, and at the end of that time the previous question
be considered as ordered on the resolution and amendment
thereto to final passage?

The SPEAKER., The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Borraxp] shall be permitted to offer his amendment, and that
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SgERwoon] shall have two min-
utes, and at the end of which time the previous question shall
be considered as ordered.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether he
means the previous question shall be considered as ordered or
considered as offered? 4%

Mr. MANN. As ordered. :

Mr. BORLAND. Then I will have to object, because I can
not

Mr, CANNON. Regular order!

Alr. BORLAND (continuing). I can not consent to it.

The SPEAKER., The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EvANs]
moves the previous question.

The question was taken, and the previous guestion was or-
dered. >

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate resolution. i

The Senate resolution was read a third time,

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the Senate
resolution.

Mr. BORLAND.

Mr. BOOHEL.

Mr. Speaker, I have a motion to recommit.
Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

AMr, BOOHER. To move to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The Chair had already recognized the other
gentleman from Missouri to make a motion to recommit.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution be
recommitted to the Committee on the Library.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit
the resolution to the Committee on the Library.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, on that I meve the previous
question. i

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves the pre-
vious question on that motion.

The question was taken, aud the previous question was or-

ered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit
this resolution to the Committee on the Library.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and
nays. - S

The guestion was taken. '

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 31, the nays are
153, not a sufficlent number, and the yeas and nays are refused.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question that there
is no guorum present

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is
a quorum.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and ninety-nine Members dre present—a quorum.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand the
Chair to announce whether or not there was a quorum. I rise
for the purpose of asking the presence of the enrolled bill be-
fore final passage,

Mr. FOSTER. I make the point of order that it is too late.

Mr. MANN. We had the third reading.

The SPEAKER. The request comes too late.

EXPENSES OF INAUGURAL CEREMONIES.

Mr. FITZGERALD, from the Committee on Appropriations,
by unanimous consent, reported back Senate joint resolution
157, to enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of
the House of Ilepresentatives to pay the necessary expenses of
the inaugunral ceremonies of the President of the United States
on March 4, 1013, which was referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

THE LINCOLN MEMORIAL,

The SPEAKER. The question is on recommitting Senate
Joint resolution 158.

Mr. MANN. We had the vote on the motion to recommit, and
declined to grant the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The Chair's recollection about this is that
immediately after the Chair announced that the vote was on
the motion to recommit, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Borraxp] demanded the yeas and nays.

Mr. LANGLEY. That is correct.

The SPEAKER. And then the Speaker went through the
counting process to find out whether the yeas and nays would
be ordered, and, finally, whether there was a quorum present.
The Chair does not believe he can be mistaken about that recol-
lection. The question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER. The noes have it.

Mr, BORLAND. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr., HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the motion is dilatory.

The SPEAKER. The House has just refused the yeas and
nays on this proposition.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the motion is dilatory.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall this resolution pass?

The question was taken, and the Senate joinf resolution was

On motion of Mr. Evaxs, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table.
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR

HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following joint resolution :

IH. J. Res. 380, Authorizing the granfing of permits to the
committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of the inau-
guration of the President elect on March 4, 1013, ete.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

Mr. ScoLLy, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab-
sence for one week, on account of illness in his family.
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ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 4
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 11 o'clock a. m.,

Thursday, January 30, 1913.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. RAKER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 26737) fo amend an act
approved October 1, 1890, entitled “An act to set apart cerfain
tracts of land in the State of California as forest reservations,”
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1411), which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the
Library, to which was referred the bill (II. R. 28468) providing
for the erection of memorials to Thomas Jefferson and Alex-
ander Hamilton in the District of Columbia, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1414), which
said bill afd report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,
. Mr. PEPPER, from the Commiitee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 5262) for the relief of Sylvester
G. Parker, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1412), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 28499) making appropria-
tions to provide for the expenses of the District of Columbia
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes;
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 28500) to
promote the safety of employees and passengers upon railroads
engaged in interstate traffic; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 28501) to regulate the collection of internal
revenue; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 28502) to provide for the
erection of a monument to Lester Bryant; to the Committee
on the Library.

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 283503)
to amend an act entitled “An act to provide revenues, equalize
duties, encourage the indusiries of the United States, and for
other purposes™; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY : A bill (H. R. 28504) increasing the
limit of cost fixed by act of Congress approved June 25, 1010,
for enlargement, extension, etc., of Federal building at Bath,
Me. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (. R. 28505) to -authorize the
Minnesota River Improvement & Power Co. to construet dams
across the Minnesota River; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 28506) to erect an extension to
the post office and Federal court building at Alexandria, La.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 28507) to protect honorably
discharged soldiers, sailors, or marines employed under the eivil
service, who are rated as “ good,” from discharge or reduction
from said service; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service.

By Mr. CARTER: Memorial from the Legislature of Okla-
homa, favoring the election of Federal district judges by the
people of their respective States; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, memorial from the House of Representatives of the
State of Oklahoma, expressing disapproval of the central bank-
ing scheme as proposed in the Aldrich currency bill; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Okla-
homa, memorializing Congress to make early settlement of the
claims of the Choetaw Indians against the United States; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Oklahoma, favoring
the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows :

By Mr. BROWNING : A bill (H. R. 28508) granting a pension
to James Gleason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. BR. 28509) to amend the mili-

tary record of Richard Parke; to the Committee on Military

Affairs.

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 28510) granting an in-
crease of pension to Rowland T. Vories; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 28511) granting a pension to
John C. Gaither, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. RR. 28512) for
the relief of George Le Clear; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. :

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 28513) granting an increase
of pension to James M. Vansant; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GUERNSEY : A bill (H. R. 28514) for the relief of
#be&'t Greenlaw; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 28515) for
the relief of Anna De Bord; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 28516) granting an increase
of pension to John H. Hector; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LANGHAM : A bill (H. R. 28517) granting a pension
to William Jobn Rosenberger; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 28518) granting
a pension to Mary Ellen Bousman; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. . :

By Mr. NEELEY : A bill (H. R. 28519) granting a pension
to Martha J. Curry; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 28520) granting an increase of pension to
Philip M. Nuckles; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 28521) granting
an increase of pension to Mary R. Kendall; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 28522) granting an in-
crease of pension to George W. Hendry; to the Commitiee on
Pensions.

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 28523) granting a pension
to Josuah H. Brackett; to the Committee on Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Sumter
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of legislation for
the purpose of eliminating the pistol from American life; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also (by request), petition of citizens of the United States,
suggesting a system of collecting tolls at the Panama Canal, so
that there will not be any special privileges; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of the German-American Peace
Soclety of New York, protesting against the passage of House
bill 8141, for placing the State Militia on the national pay roll;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. AYRES: Petition of the Richmond Chamber of Com-
merce, Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation for a
reform in the banking system of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of the New York State Fruit Growers' Associa-
tion, favoring the passage of House bill 7208, making the trans-
Atlantic steamships liable for the damages of packages, ete.,
caused through negligence; to the Committes on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BATES: Petition of the Meadville Art Association,
Meadville, Pa., favoring the adoption of the Mall site and design
as approved by the National Commission of Fine Arts for the
memorial to Abraham Lincoln ; to the Committee on the Library.
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Also, petition of Hafleigh & Ce., Philadelphia, Pa., favoring
the maintenanee of the present tariff on pearl buttons; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the school board of Gerardboro, Pa., and of
Johm Burroughs, West Park, N. Y., favoring the passage of Sen-
ate bill G497, for Federal protection of all migratory birds; to
the Commitiee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of Erie, Pa.,
protesting against the passage of Senate bill 6009, for the estab-
lishment of a uniform elassification of freight; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BATHRICK: Petition of sundry citizens of the
nineteenth district of Ohio, asking for a congressional investi-
gation of the prosecution by the Government of the Appeal to
Reason; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office
Department.

Also, petition of growers of ginseng of the State of Ohio,
favoring an appropriation for the investigation of certain
diseases pecnliar to ginseng; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota : Petition of sundry citizens
of Lake County, 8. Dak., asking for a congressional investi-
gation of the prosecution by the Government of the Appeal
to Reason; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office
Department.

Also, petition of citizens of Lake County, 8. Dak., favoring
the passage of legislation to investigate the persecution of the
editors of the Appeal to Reason by officials of the United
States; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office
Department.

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Richmond Chamber of Com-
merce, Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation for
a reform in the banking system of the United States; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of the New York State Congregational Woman's
Home Missionary Union, asking that the tolls at the Panama
Canal be submitted to arbitration if it can not be settled by
diplomacy; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, petition of Herbert 8. Gardner, St. Louis, Mo., and
L. T. Hinsking, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of the
McLean bill for Federal protection of migratory birds; to the
Committee on Agrienlture. ;

Also, petition of the Moller & Schumann Co., Brooklyn, N. ¥.;
the Oliver Bros. Purchasing Co., New York; the American
Laundry Machinery Co., Rochester, N. Y.; and Louis Schulman,
New York, favoring the passage of the Weeks bill (H. R. 2T567)
for 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. CARY: Petition of the Lucy Webb Hayes Training
Sehool and the Sibley Memorinl Hospital, Washington, D. C.,
protesting against the passage of House bill 27570, relative to
certain public lands; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Rich-
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation for a reform in
the banking system of the United States; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of the John Pritzloff Hardware Co., Milwaukee,
Wis., favoring passage of the Weeks bill (H. R. 27567), for a
1-eent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. DRAPER : Petitien of the Richmond Chamber of Com-
merce, Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation for a
reform in the banking system of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the More-Jones Brass & Metal Co.,
St. Lonis, Mo.; Reinhart Grocer Co., St. Lonis, Mo.; and the
Webt Freyschlag Mereantile Co., Kansas City, Mo., favering the
passage of the Weeks bill (H. R. 27567), for a l-cent letter-
postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Algo, petition of Herbert 8. Gardner, St. Louis, Mo, ; Christo-
pher P. Nelson, Chicago, I1l.; John Burroughs, New York; J. C.
Strauss, 8t. Louis, Mo.; and A. H. Foote, St. Louis, Mo., favor-
ing the passage of the MeLean bill, for Federal protection of
migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. .

Also, petition of the National League of Government Em-
ployees, favoring passage of IHouse bill 20905, granting to cer-
tain employees of the United States compensation for injuries
sustalned in the course of their employment; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Missouri Naval Reserve, St. Lonis, Mo,
favoring passage of ITeuse bill 2588, for promoting the efficiency
of naval militin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of the Luecy Webb Hayes Training School and
the Sibley Memorial Hospital, Washington, D. C., protesting

against the passage of House bill 27570, relative to certain pub-
lic lands; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also, petition of the Moon Motor Car Co., St. Louis, Mo,
favoring the adoption of a national highway from Washington
to Gettysburg for a memorial to Abraham Lincoln: to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

Also, petition of Everett W. Patterson, St. Louis, Mo., favor-
ing the adoption of the Mall site and design, as approved by the
National Commission of Fine Arts, for a memorial to Abraham
Linecoln; to the Committee on the Library. -

By Mr. FORNES : Petition of Boring & Tilton, New York, and
the New York Chapter of American Institute of Architects,
favoring the adoption of the Mall site and design, as approved
by the National Commission of Fine Arts, for a memeorial to
Abraham Lincoin; fo the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the Association of Eastern Foresters, Trenton,
N. I, protesting against the passage of legislation transferring
the control and ownership of national forests to the States
wherein they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the New York State Conservation Commission,
favoring the passage of the Weeks bill making appropriation for
the Federal protection of forests from fires; to the Committee on
Agriculture,

Also, petition of the United States Live Stock Sanitary Associa-
tion, Chieago, IlL, favoring the passage of legislation to increase
the appropriation for eradication of ticks; to the Casnmittee on
Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Itich-
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation for a reform in
the banking system of the United States; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of the Illinois Chapter of Ameriean
Institute, protesting against the adoption of a national highway
from Washington to Gettysburg for a memorial to Abraham -
Lincoln ; to the Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of Charles R. Post, Brooklyn, N. Y.; George
Shawgo, Wesley, Pa.; and James Bathhurst, Philadelphia, Pa.,
favoring passage of House bill 1339 granting an increase in pen-
sion to veterans of the Civil War who lost an arm or leg; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3

By Mr. GOLDFOGLIE: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce
of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation grant-
ing a Federal charter to the Chamber of Commerce of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, favoring
the passage of legislation for a reform in the banking system of
the United States; to the Committee on Banking and Curreney.

Also, petition of Newman Erb and M. Ross, of New York, N. Y.,
favoring the passage of House bill 1300 for the establishment
oAtﬁ ai council of natienal defense; to the Commiltee on Naval

aira,

Also, petition of the New York Conservation Commission, fa-
voring an additional appropriation for Federal aid in protetting
the forests from fires; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Associntion of Eastern Foresters, of
Trenton, N. J., protesting against the passage of legislation
transferring the control and ownership of national forests to
the States wherein they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of the Cloguet Commercial
Club, Cloquet, Minn., protesting against the passage of legisla-
tion transferring the control and ownership of national forests
to the States wherein they lie; to the Committee on Agriculiure.

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Hart-
ford, Conn., favoring the of House bill 1309, for the
establishment of a national council of defense; to the Commii-
tee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of Boring & Tilton and Delano &
Aldrich, New York, favoring the adoption of the Mall site and
design as approved by the National Commission of Fine Arts
for a memorial to Abraham Lincoln; to the Committee on the
Library.

Also, petition of the New York State Legislative Board of the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring the passage of
the Federal workmen's compensation bill; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Poughkeepsie,
N. Y., favoring the passage of legislatjon g a Federal
charter to the Chamber of Commerce of the United States; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Association of Eastern Foresters, Trenton,
N. J., protesting against the passage of legislation transferring
the control and ownership of national forests to the Siates
wherein they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Conservation Commission, favoring the
passage of the Weeks bill making appropriation for the Federal
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protection of forests from fires; to the Committee on Ag‘ricul-
ture.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of the Rochester Stamplng Co.,
Rochester, N. Y. favoring passage of House bill 27567, for
1-cent letter—pustage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Itoads.

Algo, petition of Boring & Tilton and Ludlow & FPeabody,
New York, favoring the adoption of the Mall site and design
as approved by the National Commission of Fine Arts for a
memorial to Abraham Lincoln; to the Committee on the Li-
brary.

Also, petition of George N. Wingate, New York, favoring the
passage of House bill 1300, providing for a council of national
defense; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Also, petition of Charles R. Post, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring
passage of House bill 1339, granting an increase of pension to
veterans of the Civil War who lost an arm or leg; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Rich-
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation for a reform in
the bankiug system of the United States; to the Oommlttee on
Banking and Currency.

By Mr. NEELEY : Petition of citizens of the seventh Kansas dis-
triet, favoring the passage of House bill 25040, for amending the
hours-of-service law so that the persons handling orders relative
to the movement of frains will not have to work over eight
hours; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bill to erect an exten-
sion to the post office and Federal court building at Alexandria,
La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. UNDERHILL : Petition of the Association of East-
ern Foresters, protesting against the passage of legislation trans-
ferring the control and ownership of the national forests to the
States wherein they lie; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the conservation committee of the State of
New York, favoring an additional appropriation for Federal aid
for protection of forests from fires; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petition of the New York State Fruit Growers’ Associa-
tion, favoring the passage of Senate bill 7208, making trans-
Atlantie steamships liable for damages to packages, etc., caused
through negligence; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Richmond
Chamber of Commerce, Richmond, Vu., favoring the passage of
legislation for a reform in the banking system of the United
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of the New York State Fruit Growers’ Asso-
cilation, favoring the passage of Senate bill 7208, making trans-
Atlantic steamships liable for damages of packages, etc., caused
through negligence; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
© Commerce.

SENATE.
TuaurspAy, January 30, 1913.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysseg G. B. Pierce, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Smoor and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour-
nal was approved.

CHESAPEAKE & POTOMAC TELEPHONE c0. (H, DOC. XNoO. 1815.)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore [Mr. Garringer] laid before
the Senate the annual report of the Chesapeake & Potomac
Telephone Co. for the year 1912, which was referred to the
Committee on the Distriet of Columbia and ordered fto be
printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K.
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
passed the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 158) approving the plan,
design, and location for a Lincoln memorial.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
resolution requesting the President to return the bill (8. 7162)
to amend section 801 of the Code of Law for the District of
Columbia.

The message further announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the commiitee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of
Representatives to the bill (8. 3175) to regulate the immigra-
tion of allens to and the residence of aliens in the United States.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing

votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 24121) to pay certain employees of the Govern-
ment for injuries received while in the discharge of their
duties, and other claims.

The message further announced that the House insists upon
its amendments to the bill (8. 7160) granting pensions and
increase of pensions {o certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil
War and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the con-
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Russerr, Mr. ApATR,
%Ind Mr. FurLLER managers at the conference on the part of the

ouse,

The message algo announced that the House insists upon its’
amendments to the bill (8. 8034) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil
War and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the con-
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. RussgLL, Mr.
Aparr, and Mr. Furrer managers at the conference on the part
of the House.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. RICHARDSON presented petitions of the congregations
of the Methodist Episcopal Churches of Selbyville and Magnolia,
in the State of Delaware, praying for the passage of the so-
called Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liguor bill, which were or-
dered to lie on the table,

Mr. CRAWFORD presented memorials of the congregations
of the Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Elk Point, Viborg,
Colman, and Beresford, all in the State of South Dakota,
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation compelling
the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of
Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MYERS presented memorials of the congregations of the
Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Butte and Bozeman, in the
State of Montana, remonstrating against the enactment of leg-
islation compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest
in the District of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the
table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Dillon,
Mont., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro-
viding for the parole of Federal life prisoners, which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented memorials of the congregations
of the Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Ringgold, Ragan, and
Collegeview, all in the State of Nebraska, remonstrating against
the enactment of legislation compelling the observance of
Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of the Woman's Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Mound Valley, Kans., and a petition
of sundry ecitizens of Mound Valley, Kans., praying for the
passage of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill.
which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PERKINS presented a resolution adopted by the Aero
Club, of Washington, D. C,, favoring an appropriation for the
establishment of a national aeronautical laboratory in YWash-
ington, D. C., which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the congregation of
the Seventh-day Adventist Church of St. Paul, Minn., and a
memorial of the Seventh-day Adventist Church of Duluth,
Minn., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation com-
pelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District
of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DU PONT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
Smyrna, Del, remonsirating against the enactment of legisla-
tion providing for the parole of Federal life prisoners, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey (for Mr. Bnmcs} presented
memorials of the Thomas A. Edison Co. (Inc.), of Orange, N. I.;
of sundry citizens of Newark, Riverside, and New Bruuswick,
in the State of New Jersey; and of the American Association
of Foreign Newspapers, of New York, N. Y., remonstrating
against the enactment of legislation providing for the removal
of restricted prices on patented goods, ete., which were referred
to the Committee on Patents.

He also (for Mr. Brices) presented petitions of sundry
citizens of Pennington, Canford, Ridgewood, Montclair, Ocean
City, East Orange, West Hoboken, Garwood, Orange, Hacken-
gack, Vincentown, Daretown, Moorestown, Clinton, Pleasant-
ville, Madison, Summit, Princeton, Paterson, Newark, Asbury
Park, Atlantie City, Springfield, Port Morris, Green Creek,
Haddonfield, Long Branch, Somerville, and Oakhurst, all in the
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